Monday 

November  19,  1979 


Highlights 


Briefings  on  How  to  Use  the  Federal  Register— For  details 
on  briefings  in  Washington,  D.C.  and  Dallas,  Texas,  see 
announcement  in  the  Reader  Aids  Section  at  the  end  of  this 
issue. 

66175  Refugee  Assistance  for  Kampuchea  Presidential 
determination 

66253  -  Bilingual  Education  HEW/OE  invites  grant 
66255  applications  for  its  Fellowship  Program,  Elementary 
and  Secondary  Program,  Training  Program  and  the 
Desegregation  Assistance  Program;  varied 
application  receipt  dates  (4  documents] 

66466  Labeling  and  Advertising  FTC  issues  a  rule  for 

using  energy  costs  and  consumption  information  for 
consumer  appliances;  effective  dates  vary  (Part  IV 
of  this  issue) 

66324  Certain  General  Aviation  Airplanes  DOT/FAA 
proposes  regulations  to  upgrade  the  level  of  safety; 
comments  by  2-19-80  (Part  II  of  this  issue) 

66534  Noninflationary  Pay  and  Price  Behavior  CWPS 
adopts  new  reporting  forms;  effective  11-19-79  (Part 
VI  of  this  issue) 

66534  Anti-Inflationary  Pay  Standard  CWPS  publishes 
questions  and  answers  of  general  applicability; 
effective  11-13-79  (Part  VI  of  this  issue) 


CONTINUED  INSIDE 


II 
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Highlights 


66194  Mobile  Home  Construction  HUD/NVACP  sets 
forth  safety  standards  to  eliminate  unnecessary 
weld  slag  removal  requirements  which  increase  cost 
and  to  reduce  the  potential  for  fire  hazards  near 
heat-producing  appliances:  effective  12-19-79 

66183  Mandatory  Petroleum  Allocation  DOE/ERA 

issues  a  final  rule  to  include  additional  petroleum 
substitutes  in  the  Entitlements  Program;  effective 
6-1-79 

66208  Natural  Gas  Policy  DOE/FERC  proposes  to 

establish  procedures  by  which  requirements  of  a 
bona  fide  offer  and  right  of  first  refusal  shall  be 
satisfied:  comments  by  12-19-79:  hearing  on 
12-14-79 

66179  Cultural  Environment  USDA/Office  of 

Environmental  Quality  sets  forth  policy  and 
procedural  direction  for  enhancement  and 
protection;  effective  11-19-79 

66500  Inert  Gas  System  DOT/CG  requires  certain 
tankships  and  product  tankships  to  be  fitted; 
effective  1-1-80  (Part  V  of  this  issue) 

66502,  Vessels  DOT/CG  adopts  rules  to  reduce  the 

66528  probability  of  collisions  through  preventative 
measures  (2  documents)  (Part  V  of  this  issue) 

66239  Energy  Information  DOE/EIA  issues  statement 

concerning  reduction  of  reporting  burden  to  industry 
and  individuals 

66186  Crude  Oil  Pricing  DOE/ERA  adopts  an 

amendment  to  its  rules  in  order  to  implement  the 
President's  decision  to  remove  price  controls  from 
domestic  crude  oil:  effective  1-1-80 

66205  Interlocking  Positions  DOE/FERC  proposes 
reporting  requirements 

66193  Federal-Aid  Highway  Programs  DOT/FHWA 

seeks  to  implement  certain  provisions  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act;  effective  11-19-79:  comments  by  1-18-80 

66279  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 

66324  Part  II.  DOT/FAA 

66356  Part  III,  Commerce/NOAA 

66466  Part  IV,  FTC 

66500  Part  V,  DOT/CG 

66534  Part  VI,  CWPS 

66558  Part  VII,  EPA 
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The  President 

ADMINISTRATIVE  ORDERS 

66175  Kampuchea,  refugee  assistance  (Presidential 
Determination  No.  80-4  of  October  24,  1979) 

Executive  Agencies 

Aging,  Federal  Council 
NOTICES 

66247  Meetings 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

66178  Lettuce  grown  in  Tex. 

Agriculture  Department 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing  Service: 
Environmental  Quality  Office,  Agriculture 
Department;  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation; 
Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service. 

RULES 

Authority  delegations  by  Secretary  and  General 
Officers: 

66177  Natural  Resources  and  Environment.  Assistant 
Secretary  et  al.;  protection  of  environmental 
policies  and  natural  resources 

Army  Department 

See  also  Engineers  Corps. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

66235  Army  Science  Board  (2  documents] 

Arts  and  Humanities,  National  Foundation 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

66266  Special  Projects  Panel 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

NOTICES 

66223  Certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
and  foreign  air  carrier  permits 

Hearings,  etc.: 

66224  Former  large  irregular  air  service  investigation 

66224  Intra-Alaska  service  investigation 

Civil  Rights  Commission 
NOTICES 

Meetings,  State  advisory  committees: 

66226  Wisconsin 

Coast  Guard 

RULES 

Drawbridge  operations: 

66195  Florida 

Navigation  safety  regulations: 

66528  Steering  gear  standards  for  tank  vessel 

Pollution: 

66502  Tank  vessels  carrying  oil  in  bulk;  ballast  tanks 
and  washing  systems  standards 
Tank  vessels: 

66500  Inert  gas  and  deck  foam  systems 


PROPOSED  RULES 
Vessel  inspections: 

66218  Tailshaft  requirements  and  examination 
procedures:  correction 

Commerce  Department 

See  also  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board;  Maritime 
Administration;  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration. 

NOTICES 

Organization  and  functions: 

66229  Export  Development  Bureau 

66229,  Industry  and  Trade,  Assistant  Secretary  (3 

66232  documents) 

66229,  Minority  Business  Development  Agency  (2 

66230  documents) 

Defense  Department 

See  Army  Department;  Engineers  Corps. 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

RULES 

Petroleum  allocation  and  price  regulations: 

66186  Crude  oil,  upper  tier;  phased  deregulation 

66183  Petroleum  substitutes;  solid  municipal  waste  and 

derivatives,  shale  oil  used  for  nonrefining 
purposes,  and  methane  from  municipal  sewage 
and  landfill;  inclusion  in  entitlements  program 
NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

66239  Capitol  Hill  Exxon  et  al. 

Powerplant  and  industrial  fuel  use;  prohibition 
orders: 

66235  Public  Service  Co.  of  New  Hampshire 

66237  Savannah  Electric  &  Power  Co. 

Remedial  orders: 

66239  Wallies  Penzoil 

Education  Office 

NOTICES 

Grant  applications  and  proposals,  closing  dates: 
66253-  Bilingual  education  programs  (4  documents) 
66255 

Meetings: 

Adult  Education  National  Advisory  Council 
66252  Vocational  Education  National  Advisory  Council 

Energy  Department 

See  Economic  Regulatory  Administration:  Energy 
Information  Administration;  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission;  Hearings  and  Appeals 
Office,  Energy  Department. 

Energy  Information  Administration 

NOTICES 

66239  Energy  information  reporting  burden  reduction; 
statement 

Engineers  Corps 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Danger  zones: 

66213  Small  arms  range.  Great  Lakes,  Illinois 


IV 
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Environmental  Protection  Agency 

RULES 

Waste  management,  solid: 

66196  State  plans;  development  and  implementation; 
correction 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

66214  Michigan 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw  agricultural 
commodities;  tolerances  and  exemptions,  etc.: 
66217  Dimethyl  (2,2,2-trichloro-l-hydroxyethyl) 

phosphonate 

66216  Thiabendazole 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

66242  Agency  statements,  weekly  receipts 

66246  Fayetteville  wastewater  treatment  facility.  Ark. 

Pesticide  registration,  cancellation,  etc.: 

66558  Dimethoate 

Environmental  Quality  Office,  Agriculture 

Department 

RULES 

66179  National  Environmental  Policy  Act;  implementation 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

RULES 

Airworthiness  directives: 

66188  Boeing 

66189  Gates  Learjet 

66190  Standard  instrument  approach  procedures 
66190  Transition  areas 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  carriers  certification  and  operation: 

66324  Large  general  aviation  airplanes,  safety 
requirements;  replacement  of  commercial 
operator  and  air  travel  club  regulations 
66204,  Transition  areas  (2  documents) 

66205 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Commission 
NOTICES 

66279  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
RULES 

Crop  insurance;  various  commodities: 

66178  Soybeans;  correction 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

66192  Deregulated  high-cost  natural  gas;  definitions  for 

gas  produced  &om  geopressured  brine,  coal 
seams,  and  Devonian  shale;  interim  rule;  hearing 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1976: 

66208  Bona  fide  offers  and  right  of  first  refusal 
Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies  Act: 

66205  Interlocking  positions,  reporting  requirements 

Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
NOTICES 

Grain  standards;  inspection  points: 

66220  Connecticut  et  al. 

66221  Illinois 

66220  Iowa 


66221  Kansas 

66223  Kentucky 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

RULES 

Right-of-ways  and  environment: 

66193  Federal-aid  highway  programs;  air  quality 

guidelines;  interim  rule  and  inquiry 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Right-of-way  and  environment: 

66213  National  Environmental  Policy  Act; 

implementation;  correction 
NOTICES 

66272  Indian  reservation  roads  and  bridges  construction; 
memorandum  of  agreement  with  BIA 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

NOTICES 

66279  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (3  documents) 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

NOTICES 

66247  Agreements  filed,  etc. 

Federal  Reserve  System 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.; 

66248  Cary /Grove  Bancorp.,  Inc. 

66248  Central  Bancorporation,  Inc. 

66249  Central  Colorado  Co.  and  C.C.B.,  Inc. 

66249  Citibank  Interamerica 

66249  Crested  Butte  Bankshares,  Inc. 

66249  Delano  State  Agency,  Inc. 

66250  Financial  Services  Corporation  of  the  Midwest 

66250  First  Howard  Bankshares,  Inc. 

66250  General  Bancorporation,  Inc. 

66250  Hoffman  Bancorp,  Inc. 

66250  Hoffman  Bancshares,  Inc. 

66251  New  England  Merchants  Bank  International 

66247  Old  Stone  Corp. 

66251  Planters  Bancshares,  Inc. 

66251  Security  Bancorps,  Inc.  (2  documents) 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

RULES 

66466  Appliances,  consumer;  energy  cost  and 
consumption  information  in  labeling  and 
advertising 

Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

66226  Bangor,  Me. 

66226  Burlington,  Vt. 

General  Services  Administration 
NOTICES 

Public  utilities;  hearings,  etc.: 

66251  Ohio  Public  Utility  Commission;  correction 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department 

See  Education  Office. 

Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department 

NOTICES 

Applications  for  exception: 

66241  Decisions  and  orders 
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Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department 

See  Neighborhoods,  Voluntary  Associations  and 
Consumer  Protection,  Office  of  Assistant  Secretary. 

Indian  Affairs  Bureau 
NOTICES 

66256  Indian  reservation  roads  and  bridges  construction; 
memorandum  of  agreement  with  Federal  Highway 
Administration. 

Interior  Department 

See  Indian  Affairs  Bureau;  Land  Management 
Bureau;  National  Park  Service;  Surface  Mining 
Office. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

NOTICES 

66276  Hearing  assignments 

Railroad  car  service  orders;  various  companies: 

66277  Kansas  City  Terminal  Railway  Co. 

Land  Management  Bureau 
RULES 

Public  land  orders: 

66196  New  Mexico 

NOTICES 
Coal  leases: 

66256  Utah 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

66257  Uinta-Southwestern  Utah  Coal  Production 
Region,  Utah;  meetings 

Motor  vehicles,  off-road,  etc.;  area  closures: 

66258  Oregon;  correction 

Management  and  Budget  Office 
NOTICES 

66267  Agency  forms  under  review 

Maritime  Administration 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

66228  Ogden  Leader  Transport,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau 

See  Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration,  Transportation  Department. 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Fishery  conservation  and  management: 

66356  Bering  Sea  and  Aleutian  Islands  groundfish 

NOTICES 
Meetings; 

66228  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council 

National  Park  Service 

NOTICES 

Boundary  establishment,  descriptions,  etc.: 

66259  Adams  National  Historic  Site,  Mass. 

66258  Cumberland  Island  National  Seashore,  Ga. 

66262  Dorchester  Heights,  Mass. 

66259  Fort  Caroline  National  Memorial,  Fla. 

66259  Gulf  Islands  National  Seahore,  Miss.-Fla. 

66259  Lowell  National  Historical  Park,  Mass. 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

66259  San  Antonio  Missions  Advisory  Commission 


Federal  consistency  requirements: 

66264  Lowell  National  Historical  Park,  Mass. 

National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

NOTICES 

Organization  and  functions: 

66267  Los  Angeles  Field  Office,  Calif.;  relocation 

Neighborhoods,  Voluntary  Associations  and 
Consumer  Protection,  Office  of  Assistant 
Secretary 
RULES 

66194  Mobile  home  construction  and  safety  standards; 
frame  construction  and  prevention  of  storage  near 
heat-producing  appliances 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

66266  Florida  Power  Corp.,  et  al. 

66266  Sacramento  Municipal  Utility  District 

Meetings: 

66266  Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Committee 

66279  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Review 
Commission 

NOTICES 

66280  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration, 
Transportation  Department 

RULES 

Hazardous  materials: 

66197  Explosives  Bureau;  authority  delegations 

withdrawn 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Hazardous  materials: 

66219  Shipment;  descriptions  for  emergency  response; 

correction 

Small  Business  Administration 
NOTICES 

Disaster  areas: 

66270  Kansas  (2  documents) 

66270  New  Hampshire  (2  documents) 

66270,  New  York  (2  documents) 

66271 

66271  Ohio  (2  documents) 

66271  Pennsylvania  (2  documents) 

66269  -  Puerto  Rico  (5  documents) 

66272 

66272  Wisconsin  (4  documents) 

Surface  Mining  Office 
RULES 

Surface  coal  mining  and  reclamation  operations: 

66195  Permanent  regulatory  program;  correction 

Textile  Agreements  Implementation  Committee 
NOTICES 

Cotton  textiles: 

66234  Pakistan 

Cotton  and  man-made  textiles: 

66233  Macau 

Wool  and  man-made  textiles: 

66232  Macau 


VI 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  224  /  Monday,  November  19, 1979  /  Contents 


Transportation  Department 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation  Administration: 
Federal  Highway  Administration;  Research  and 
Special  Programs  Administration,  Transportation 
Department;  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Adiministration. 


Treasury  Department 

NOTICES 

Boycotts,  international; 

66272  Tax  Reform  Act  of  1976;  denial  of  certain  tax 
benefits  for  participation  or  cooperation 
Notes,  Treasury: 

66274  Z-1981  series 


Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

66213  National  Environmental  Policy  Act; 
implementation;  correction 

Wage  and  Price  Stability  Council 

RULES 

Procedural  rules: 

66534  Quarterly  reporting  form:  Form  PM-1;  adoption 

of  addendum  and  alternative  form  PM-l-A 
Wage  and  price  guidance:  anti-inflation  program: 
66534  Questions  and  answers 

NOTICES 
Meetings: 

66235  Pay  Advisory  Committee 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

66257  Uinta-Southwestern  Utah  Coal  Production  Region, 
12-3  through  12-6-79 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
66266  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards  Ad 

Hoc  Subcommittee  on  the  Three  Mile  Island,  Unit  2 
Accident  Implications  Re  Nuclear  Power  Plant 
Design,  12-4-79 

HEARINGS 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission — 

66192  Interim  Rules  Involving  High-Cost  Natural  Gas, 
12-4-79 

66208  Natural  Gas  Sales,  12-14-79 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

66256  Uinta-Southwestern  Utah  Coal  Region,  12-3 
through  12-6-79 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL  FOUNDATION 
66266  Special  Projects  Panel  (Folk  Arts  Section],  12-6 
through  12-8-79 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 
66226  Wisconsin  Advisory  Committee,  12-11-79 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

66226  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council,  12-12 
through  12-14-79 

COUNCIL  ON  WAGE  AND  PRICE  STABILITY 
66235  Pay  Advisory  Committee,  11-28  and  12-7-79 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Army  Department — 

66235  Army  Science  Board,  12-11  through  12-13-79  and 
12-18  and  12-19-79 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 
66247  Federal  Council  on  the  Aging,  12-10  through 
12-12-79 

Office  of  Education — 

66252  National  Advisory  Council  on  Adult  Education. 
12-6  through  12-8-79 

66252  National  Advisory  Council  on  Vocational 
Education,  12-1  and  12-3-79 
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Title 

The  President 


IFR  Doc.  79-35706 
Filed  11-15-79:  3:31  pm) 
Billina  rotlp  319.'>-01-M 


Presidential  Determination  No.  80-4  of  October  24,  1979 

Determination  pursuant  to  Section  2(c)(1)  of  the  Migration  and 
Refugee  Assistance  Act  of  1962,  as  amended,  (“the  Act”)  au* 
thorizing  the  use  of  $3  million  of  the  funds  made  available 
from  the  United  States  Emergency  Refugee  and  Migration  As¬ 
sistance  Fund 


Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  State 


In  order  to  strengthen  our  contribution  to  the  Joint  Appeal  of  the  United 
Nations  Children’s  Fund  and  the  International  Committee  of  the  Red  Cross  for 
the  establishment  of  a  Relief  Program  within  Kampuchea,  I  hereby  determine 
because  of  widespread  famine  and  disease  resulting  from  wholesale  disloca¬ 
tion  and  other  causes  that  the  general  population  within  Kampuchea  consti¬ 
tutes  a  class  of  refugees  eligible  for  assistance  under  the  Act.  Therefore,  I 
determine  that  it  is  important  to  the  national  interest  that  up  to  $3  million  from 
the  United  States  Emergency  Refugee  and  Migration  Assistance  Fund  be  made 
available  through  the  Department  of  State  for  transfer  to  the  United  Nations 
Children’s  Fund  and  the  International  Committee  of  the  Red  Cross  for  these 
purposes. 


The  Secretary  of  State  is  requested  to  inform  the  appropriate  Committees 
of, Congress  of  the  Determination  and  the  obligation  of  funds  under  this 
authority. 


This  Determination  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 
Washington.  October  24,  1979. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

I 

7  CFR  Part  2 

Revision  of  Delegations  of  Authority 

agency:  Department  of  Agriculture. 
ACTION;  Final  rule. 


summary:  The  delegations  of  authority 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  are 
amended  to  specifically  delegate  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Natural 
Resources  and  Environment, 
responsibilities  relating  to 
environmental  quality,  and  to  make 
delegations  of  authority  to  a  new  Office 
of  Environmental  Quality  which  will 
plan  and  monitor  departmental  policies 
and  programs  related  to  the  protection 
of  environmental  policies  and  natural 
resources. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  19. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Barry  R.  Flamm,  Director,  Office  of 
Environmental  Quality,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-3965. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Subpart  C— Delegations  of  Authority 
to  the  Deputy  Secretary,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  International  Affairs  and 
Commodity  Programs,  Assistant 
Secretaries,  the  Director  of 
Economics,  Policy  Analysis  and 
Budget  and  the  Director,  Office  of 
Governmental  and  Public  Affairs 

1.  Section  2.19  is  revised  by  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows; 

§2.19  Delegations  of  authority  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Natural  Resources 
and  Environment. 

*  «  *  *  * 


(b)  Related  to  environmental  quality. 

(1)  Administer  the  implementation  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

(2)  Administer  the  implementation  of 
the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act 
of  1966,  E.0. 11593,  and  regulations  of 
the  Advisory  Council  on  Historic 
Preservation,  36  CFR  Part  800,  for  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  with 
authority  to  name  the  Secretary's 
designee  to  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation. 

(3)  Coordinate  Departmental  policies 
under  the  Toxic  Substances  Control  Act. 

(4)  Provide  representation  for  the 
Department  on  the  Natural  Response 
Team  on  hazardous  spills  pursuant  to 
Pub.  L.  92-500  and  Section  4  of  E.O. 
11735. 

(5)  Represent  the  Department  in 
contacts  with  the  U.  S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  and  o^her 
organizations  or  agencies  on  matters 
related  to  assigned  responsibilities. 

(6)  Coordinate  USDA  policy  relative 
to  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Rodenticide  Act  and  coordinate  the 
Department’s  integrated  pest 
management  program  and  the  pesticide 
assessment  program. 

(7)  Formulate  and  promulgate 
Departmental  policy  relating  to 
environmental  activities  and  natural 
resources. 

(8)  Provide  staff  support  for  the 
Secretary  in  the  review  of 
environmental  impact  statements. 

(9)  Provide  leadership  in  the 
Department  for  general  land  use 
activities  including  implementation  of 
Executive  Orders  11988,  Flood  Plain 
Management,  and  11990,  Protection  of 
Wetlands. 

***** 


Subpart  G— Delegations  of  Authority 
by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Natural 
Resources  and  Environment. 

2.  A  new  §  2.58  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  2.58  Director,  Office  of  Environmental 
Quality. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  §  2.19(b),  the  following 
delegations  of  authority  are  made  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Natural 
Resources  and  Environment  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Environmental 
Quality: 


(1)  Monitor  and  coordinate  the 
implementation  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  by  Agencies 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

(2)  Monitor  and  coordinate  the 
implementation  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966,  E.0. 11593,  and 
regulations  of  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation,  36  CFR  Part  800, 
by  Agencies  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  serve  as  the  Secretary's 
designee  to  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation. 

(3)  Coordinate  Departmental  policies 
under  the  Toxic  Substances  Control  Act. 

(4)  Represent  the  Department  on  the 
National  Response  Team  on  hazardous 
spills  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-500  and 
Section  4  of  E.0. 11735. 

(5)  Represent  the  Department  in 
contacts  with  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  and  other 
organizations  or  agencies  on  matters 
related  to  assigned  responsibilities. 

(6)  Coordinate  USDA  policy  relative 
to  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Rodenticide  Act;  administer  the 
Department’s  pesticide  assessment 
program;  and  monitor  and  coordinate 
the  Department’s  integrated  pest 
management  program. 

(7)  Identify  needs  for  Department¬ 
wide  environmental  policies;  coordinate 
response  to  policy  initiatives  from  other 
Departments  and  Agencies;  and  initiate 
and  coordinate  USDA  policy  for  the 
President’s  Environmental  Message. 

(8)  Provide  staff  support  for  the 
Secretary  in  the  review  of 
environmental  impact  statements. 

(9)  Monitor  actions  and  progress  of 
the  Department  in  complying  with 
Executive  Orders  11988  and  11990 
regarding  management  of  floodplains 
and  protection  of  wetlands;  monitor 
Agency  efforts  on  protection  of 
important  agricultural,  forest  and 
rangelands;  and  provide  staff  assistance 
to  the  USDA  Land  Use  Committee. 

(5  U.S.C.  301  and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  2 
of  1953) 

For  Subpart  C: 

Dated:  November  14, 1979, 

Jim  Williams, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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For  Subpart  G: 

Dated:  November  14, 1979. 

M.  Rupert  Cutler, 

Assistant  Secretary  far  Natural  Resources 
and  En  vironment. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35620  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  341IM)1-M 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
7  CFR  Part  431 

Soybean  Crop  Insurance  Regulations; 
Corrections 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 

Corporation,  USDA. 

action:  Final  rule:  corrections. 

summary:  The  final  rulemaking 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
Thursday,  November  1, 1979  (44  FR 
64786-64794),  on  the  Soybean  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations,  contained 
several  typographical  errors.  This  notice 
is  being  published  to  correct  those 
errors. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  19, 1979. 
ADDRESS:  Any  suggestions  or  inquiries 
on  this  notice  should  be  sent  to  James  D. 
Deal,  Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  corrections  are  as  follows: 

PART  431— SOYBEAN  CROP 
INSURANCE 

1.  The  last  sentence  of  §  431.1,  found 
in  the  center  column  on  page  64787  (44 
FR  64787],  is  corrected  to  read  as 
follows: 

§431.1  Availability  of  soybean  insurance. 

*  *  *  Before  insurance  is  offered  in 
any  county,  there  shall  be  published  by 
appendix  to  this  part  the  names  of  the 
counties  in  which  soybean  insurance 
will  be  offered. 

2.  Section  431.5(b)(1),  found  in  the 
right  column  on  page  64787  (44  FR 
64787),  is  hereby  corrected  to  read  as 
follows: 

§431.5  Good  faith  reliance  on 
misrepresentation. 

*  «  *  *  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

(1)  That  an  agent  or  employee  of  the 
Corporation  did  in  fact  make  such 
misrepresentation  or  take  other 
erroneous  action  or  give  erroneous 
advice. 


3.  Section  5(d)  of  the  Soybean  Crop 
Insurance  Policy,  found  in  the  left 
column  on  page  64791  (44  FR  64791),  is 
hereby  corrected  in  the  last  sentence 
thereof  to  read  as  follows: 

(d)  *  *  *  If  such  premium  balance  is  not 
paid  within  12  months  immediately  following 
the  termination  date,  9  percent  simple 
interest  shall  apply  from  the  termination  date 
and  each  year  thereafter  to  any  unpaid 
premium  balance. 

4.  Section  3(b]  of  the  Appendix 
(Additional  Terms  and  Conditions], 
found  in  the  center  column  on  page 
64792  (44  FR  64792),  is  hereby  corrected 
in  the  last  sentence  thereof  to  read  as 
follows: 

(b)  *  *  *  The  failure  or  breakdown  of 
irrigation  equipment  or  facilities  shall  not  be 
considered  as  a  failure  of  the  water  supply 
from  an  unavoidable  cause. 

5.  In  Appendix  “B".  listing  counties 
designated  for  soybean  crop  insurance, 
the  word  “Nansemond”,  found  under  the 
subheading  "Virginia"  in  the  right 
column  on  page  64794  (44  FR  64794],  is 
hereby  deleted  and  the  word  “Suffolk” 
is  substituted  therefor. 

6.  The  reporting  requirement  footnote, 
found  in  the  right  column  on  page  64794 
(44  FR  64794),  at  the  end  of  the 
document,  is  corrected  to  read  as 
follows: 

Note. — The  reporting  requirements 
contained  herein  have  been  approved  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  in 
accordance  wi^  the  Federal  Reports  Act  of 
1942.  and  OMB  Circular  A-40. 

(Secs.  506,  516,  52  Stat.  73.  as  amended.  77,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  November 
13, 1979. 

Peter  F.  Cole, 

Secretary.  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

Dated:  November  13. 1979. 

Approved  by: 

George  F.  Vohs, 

Acting  Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporatian. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35568  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  341IM)8-M 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  971 

Lettuce  Grown  in  Lower  Rio  Grande 
Valley  in  South  Texas;  Expenses  and 
Rate  of  Assessment 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  authorizes 
expenses  for  the  functioning  of  the 
South  Texas  Lettuce  Committee.  It  will 


enable  the  committee  to  collect 
assessments  from  first  handlers  of 
lettuce  grown  in  the  Lower  Rio  Grande 
Valley  in  South  Texas  and  to  use  the 
resulting  funds  for  its  expenses. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  During  fiscal  period 
ending  July  31, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  G.  Chapogas  (202)  447-5432. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
Pursuant  to  Marketing  Order  No.  971  (7 
CFR  Part  971],  regulating  the  handling  of 
lettuce  grown  in  Cameron,  Hidalgo, 

Starr  and  Willacy  Counties  in  Texas, 
effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  committee, 
established  under  the  marketing  order, 
and  upon  other  information,  it  is  found 
that  the  expenses  and  rate  of 
assessment,  as  hereinafter  provided, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  provide  60  days  for  interested 
persons  to  file  comments,  engage  in 
public  rulemaking  procedure,  and  that 
good  cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the 
effective  date  until  30  days  after 
publication  (5  U.S.C.  553),  as  the  order 
requires  that  the  rate  of  assessment  for 
a  particular  fiscal  period  shall  apply  to 
all  assessable  lettuce  handled  from  the 
beginning  of  such  period.  Handlers  and 
other  interested  persons  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  on  the  expenses  and  assessment 
rate  at  an  open  meeting  of  the 
committee  on  November  1, 1979,  at 
McAllen.  No  objections  were  offered.  To 
effectuate  the  declared  purposes  of  the 
act,  it  is  necessary  to  make  these 
provisions  effective  as  specified. 

The  budget  and  rate  of  assessment 
has  not  been  determined  significant 
under  USDA  criteria  for  implementing 
Executive  Order  12044. 

7  CFR  Part  971  is  hereby  amended  to 
add  a  new  §  971.219  as  follows: 

§  971.219  Expenses  and  rate  of 
assessment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  during  the  fiscal 
period  ending  July  31, 1980,  by  the  South 
Texas  Lettuce  Committee  for  its 
maintenance  and  functioning  and  for 
such  purposes  as  the  Secretary 
determines  to  be  appropriate  amount  to 
$35,000. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  accordance  with  this 
part  shall  be  two  and  one-half  cents 
($0,025)  per  carton  of  assessable  lettuce 
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handled  by  him  as  the  first  handler 
during  the  Hscal  period. 

(c)  Unexpended  income  in  excess  of 
expenses  for  the  Hscal  period  may  be 
carried  over  as  a  reserve  to  the  extent 
authorized  in  §  971.43(a)(2). 

(d)  Terms  used  in  this  section  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
marketing  agreement  and  this  part. 

(Secs.  1-19.  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674).) 

Dated:  November  9, 1979. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc  79-35567  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-02-M 


Office  of  Environmental  Quality 

7  CFR  Part  3100 

Enhancement,  Protection,  and 
Management  of  the  Cultural 
Environment;  Final  Rulemaking 

agency:  Office  of  Environmental 
Quality,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  (USDA). 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Environmental 
Quality  (OEQ),  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  is 
publishing  these  regulations  to  set  forth 
general  policy  and  procedural  direction 
pertaining  to  the  management, 
enhancement  and  protection  of  the 
cultural  environment,  and  to  implement 
the  regulations  of  the  Advisory  Council 
on  Historic  Preservation  (ACHP)  which 
prescribe  procedures  for  compliance 
with  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  (NHPA).  This 
Department  adopts  the  regulations  of 
the  ACHP  and  sets  forth  in  the  following 
regulations  general  directives  to  assist 
USDA  agencies  in  fulfilling  their 
responsibilities  under  NHPA,  Executive 
Order  11593,  and  the  ACHP  regulations. 
date:  Effective  November  19, 1979. 
ADDRESS;  A  copy  of  these  final  rules 
may  be  obtained  from:  Barry  R.  Flamm, 
Director,  Office  of  Environmental 
Quality,  USDA,  Washington,  D.C.  20250 
(202-447-3965). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Janet  Friedman,  Cultural  Resource 
Management  Specialist  Coordinator, 

Box  2417,  Room  4236  South  Building, 
USDA  Forest  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 
20013  (202-447-2309). 

Introduction 

The  cultural  environment  of  our 
nation  includes  historic  and  prehistoric 
sites  and  properties  which  comprise  a 
nonrenewable  resource  relating  to  past 


human  life.  Although  the  people  of  this 
nation  have  long  shown  an  interest  in 
the  protection  of  their  heritage,  that 
interest  has  increased  dramatically  in 
recent  years.  Public  awareness  of  the 
irreversible  loss  of  important  historic 
and  prehistoric  resources,  concern  for 
all  environmental  values,  growing 
interest  in  our  past  as  reflected  in  the 
bicentennial  celebration  and  "roots’* 
phenomenon,  economic  and  energy 
advantages  of  adaptive  reuse  of  historic 
structures,  and  growing  attachment  to 
history  and  neighborhood  have  resulted 
in  increasing  recognition  of  the  value  of 
the  reminders  of  our  historic  and 
prehistoric  past.  This  concern  has  led  to 
laws,  regulations  and  Executive  orders 
intended  to  protect  our  country’s 
cultural  environment. 

The  USDA  is  concerned  with  the 
management  of  the  cultural  environment 
in  two  principal  ways:  (1)  Identification, 
protection,  preservation,  and 
interpretation  of  properties  on  lands 
administered  by  the  Department  (such 
as  experiment  stations,  administrative 
sites  and  188  million  acres  of  National 
Forest  land);  (2)  Identification, 
evaluation,  and  protection  of  properties 
on  lands  which  may  be  affected  by  such 
USDA  activities  as  watershed 
improvement,  electriHcation  projects, 
and  developments  built  through  USDA 
loan  and  loan  guarantee  programs. 

The  Office  of  Environmental  Quality 
(OEQ),  Office  of  the  Secretary,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  is  publishing 
these  regulations  to  set  forth  general 
policy  and  procedural  direction 
pertaining  to  the  management, 
enhancement  and  protection  of  the 
cultural  environment,  and  to  implement 
the  regulations  of  the  Advisory  Council 
on  Historic  Preservation  (ACHP)  which 
prescribe  procedures  for  compliance 
with  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  (NHPA).  This 
Department  adopts  the  regulations  of 
the  ACHP  and  sets  forth  in  the  following 
regulations  general  directives  to  assist 
USDA  agencies  in  fulfilling  their 
responsibilities  under  NHPA,  Executive 
Order  11593,  and  the  ACHP  regulations. 
Each  USDA  agency  whose  programs 
and  activities  may  affect  the  cultural 
environment  will  be  responsible  for 
promulgating  more  specific  procedures, 
consistent  with  these  broad  directives, 
which  are  tailored  to  the  specific 
programs  and  activities  of  that  agency. 
All  agencies  shall  consult  with  the  OEQ 
regarding  the  need  for  developing 
specific  implementation  procedures.  In 
addition  to  the  above,  this  rule  sets  forth 
the  role  of  the  OEQ  with  regard  to  the 
ACHP  process  and  procedures.  Further, 
it  explains  the  coordination  between  the 


National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA)  and  NHPA  processes. 

This  proposal  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  criteria  to  implement 
Executive  Order  12044  and  has  been 
determined  to  be  signiHcant.  An 
approved  Environmental  Assessment 
and  Impact  Analysis  Statement  is 
available  from  Dr.  Janet  Friedman  at  the 
address  provided  above. 

Richard  H.  Jenrette,  Chairman, 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic 
Preservation,  approved  these  Final 
Rules  on  November  8, 1979. 

Background 

This  document  sets  forth 
Departmental  policies  and  procedures 
for  compliance  with  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act  (NHPA)  as 
amended  and  Executive  Order  11593, 
and  for  implementing  the  regulations  of 
the  Advisory  Coimcil  on  Historic 
Preservation  (36  CFR  Part  800).  It  creates 
Subpart  C  of  7  CFR,  Chapter  ^lOCXI,  Part 
3100  which  was  published  in  draft  form 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  9, 1979,  as 
"Enhancement,  Protection  and 
Management  of  Cultural  Resources”. 

The  subject  has  been  changed  from 
"cultural  resources”  to  “cultural 
environment"  to  recognize  the  broad 
scope  of  the  program.  In  the  proposed 
rules,  the  sections  were  numbered  as 
§  §  3102.1  through  3102.5,  consecutively. 
These  hnal  rules  have  been  renumbered 
as  §  §  3100.40  through  3100.46  as  set 
forth  below. 

Public  Comment 

Comment  from  the  public  was 
solicited  through  a  Public  Meeting  (May 
1, 1979),  publication  of  draft  regulations 
in  the  Federal  Register  (July  9. 1979),  and 
distribution  of  650  copies  to  individuals 
and  organizations  throughout  the 
country.  There  were  twenty-eight  public 
responses,  all  of  which  are  on  file  for 
review  in  the  OfHce  of  Environmental 
Quality. 

The  response  to  the  regulations  was 
supportive.  Most  respondents  felt  that 
the  regulations  are  a  positive  step  by 
USDA  which  provide  welcome  and 
essential  protection  for  vital  resources. 

Table  one  is  a  summary  of 
distribution  of  respondents;  Table  two  is 
a  list  of  organizations  which  submitted 
comment. 

TaM*  V—tXstrttHJtion  of  Public  Comment 

Federal  agency .  • 

state  agency  . —  9 

Organixabon  9 

Individual ..  2 


Total _  28 
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TaMt  2.— List  of  Organizations  Which  Submittad 
Comment 

Fadaral  Qovammwrt 

Actvisory  Council  on  Htstonc  Preservation  (Robert  Garvey; 

Bert  rveman). 

Oepartment  oi  the  Inlerior. 

Bureau  ol  Land  Management  (Darrell  Lewris). 

Bureau  ot  Mines  (J.  Morgan). 

Bureau  ol  Reclamation  (Ward  Weakley). 

Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation  Sen/ica  (Chris  Oe- 
laporte).  '' 

General  Services  Administration  (David  Dibner). 

Smithsonian  Institution  (Paul  PerroL  Michael  CoWns). 

I 

State  Oovammant 


National  Conference  of  State  Historic  Preservation  Officers 
(SHPO)  (Thomas  Medan). 

Arkansas  ^PO  (Joan  Wilkams  Baldridge). 

Colorado  SHPO  (Arthur  Townsend). 

Florida  SHPO  (L  Ross  MoneN). 

Georgia  SHPO  (Elizabeth  Lyon). 

Illinois  Department  of  Conservabon  (Alan  Downer). 

Louisiana  SHPO  (Bernard  Carrier). 

Montana  SHPO  (Ken  Korte). 

New  Hampshire  SHPO  (Linda  Ray  Wilsor^. 

Organizations 

American  Indan  Law  Center  (Philip  S.  Deloria). 

Arizona  Stale  Museum  (Ray  Thonipson). 

Federal  Timber  Purchasers  Association  (James  Crakie). 
National  Assocation  of  Conservation  Distrtcts  (Charles 
Boolhby). 

National  Tnist  for  Historic  Preservation  (Douglas  Wheeler). 
Society  for  the  Protection  of  New  Hampshire  Forests  (Jan 
McOure). 

University  of  New  Hampshire  (Billee  Hombeck). 

University  of  South  Carolina  (William  MarquardI). 

Individuals 

W.  R  ChapRne,  USFS  (Retired).  Washington,  O.C. 

Hediert  Snyder,  Grand  Junctioa  Colorado. 

Summary  of  public  comment  and 
responses  follows: 

•  Comment: 

Several  respondents  reacted 
positively  to  ^e  emphasis  in  the 
Implementation  Section.  §  3100.44,  on 
balancing  all  resources  in  the 
decisionmaking  process.  Others 
expressed  concern  that  this  section 
provides  a  loophole  through  which 
noncompliant  agencies  can  escape  their 
responsibilities  for  protection  of  the  ‘ 
cultural  environment. 

Response; 

USDA  is  indeed  committed  to  the 
protection  of  the  cultural  environment, 
recognizing  that  cultural  resource 
protection  must  be  balanced  with  such 
other  needs  as  food  and  fiber 
production,  environmental  protection, 
natural  resource  and  energy 
conservation,  and  rural  development. 
The  section  remains  unchanged  from  the 
draft. 

•  Comment: 

There  are  no  deadlines  by  which 
agencies  must  have  completed  their 
procedures. 

Response: 

Deadlines  were  established  by  the 
President's  Memorandum  of  July  12, 

1978.  On  Environmental  Quality  and 
water  Resources  Management,  and 


reiterated  in  36  CFR  Part  800.  Although 
Ihose  deadlines  have  passed,  USDA  can 
hardly  establish  new  and  different  ones, 

•  Comment: 

Suggested  a  firmer  role  for  OEQ  in 
coordination  of  program  development 
by  USDA  agencies. 

Response: 

Changed  §  3100.45(a)  to  require 
consultation  with  OEQ  in  the 
development  of  agency  procedures. 

•  Comment' 

Suggested  changing  terms  “primary" 
and  “secondary"  to  “direct”  and 
"indirect.” 

Response: 

Change  made  in  §  3100.45  (a)(4)  and 
(e). 

•  Comment:  ' 

The  requirement  to  develop  plans  to 
Initigate  the  adverse  effect  of  a  proposed 
undertaking  is  too  general.  It  does  not 
discuss  how  mitigation  efforts  will  be 
funded,  funding  levels,  and  other 
specifics. 

Response: 

Some  wording  changes  have  been 
made  in  §  3100.45(a)(10))  to  clarify  the 
funding  of  mitigation,  however,  the 
specific  level  of  direction  will  be 
developed  by  each  individual  agency  to 
enable  it  to  deal  with  its  own  programs. 

•  Comment: 

No  standards  are  included  which  will 
be  used  to  determine  competence  of 
professional  staff  to  guide  the 
management  of  cultural  programs. 

Response: 

A  sentence  was  added  to  §  3100.45(b) 
encouraging  agencies  to  use  Department 
of  the  Interior  standards  (36  CFR  61.5)  as 
guidelines  in  meeting  the  staffing 
requirement. 

•  Comment: 

Positive  response  was  received  to 
direction  in  §  3100.45(b)  to  hire 
professionals  with  expertise  in  various 
disciplines. 

Response: 

Section  remains  unchanged. 

•  Comment: 

A  few  respondents  objected  to 
direction  in  §  3100.45(f)  which  was 
interpreted  as  USDA's  adding 
responsibilities  to  the  State  Historic 
Preservation  Offices.  Preparation  of 
State  plans  and  inventories,  and 
collection  of  data  are  seen  as 
requirements  on  SHPO  by  USDA.  An 
equal  number  of  comments  applauded 

the  direction  for  close  cooperation 
between  USDA  and  the  States. 

Response: 

The  rules  were  intended  not  to  burden 
the  SHPO  with  additional 


responsibilities  and  expense,  but  to 
accept  for  USDA  a  portion  of  the 
responsibility  already  required  by 
legislation  and  regulation.  The  rules  are 
intended  to  foster  intergovernmental 
cooperation  and  provide  protection  for 
the  resource  in  the  most  efffcient 
manner.  Only  by  working  together  will  it 
be  possible  to  successfully  reach 
common  goals  without  duplication  of 
effort  and  expense.  The  rule  does  not 
direct  the  work  of  the  State,  but  directs 
USDA  personnel  to  cooperate  with  the 
State. 

•  Comment: 

One  respondent  noted  that  the  rule 
concentrates  on  implementation  of 
ACHP  regulations  to  the  exclusion  of 
reference  to  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  11593. 

Response: 

Requirements  to  inventory  lands  and 
nominate  sites  have  been  made  more 
explicit  in  Direction  to  Agencies, 

§  3100.45(a). 

•  Comment: 

Suggested  requiring  assessment  of 
mineral  potential  prior  to  closure  of  any 
site  for  protection  of  the  cultural 
environment. 

Response: 

Regulations  do  not  close  any  area, 
only  require  identification  and 
consideration  of  the  resource.  Rules 
stress  a  balancing  of  goals  and 
resources. 

•  Comment: 

Suggested  reference  to  American 
Indian  Religious  Freedom  Act. 

Response: 

Recognition  of  Department  of 
Agriculture  responsibilities  to  consider 
the  American  Indian  Religious  Freedom 
Act  was  added  in  several  sections, 
speciffcally:  Authorities  (3100.41(1)), 
Policy  (3100.43(d)),  Implementation 
(3100.44(d)),  and  Direction  to  Agencies 
(3100.45(a)(7)). 

•  Comment: 

Three  commentors  expressed  fear  that 
the  agencies  would  not  be  required  to 
write  specific  direction,  to  hire 
persoimel,  or  to  comply  with  the  rule  as 
proposed  by  USDA. 

Response: 

Although  the  rule  does  not  set  specific 
direction  for  agency  programs,  it  does 
clearly  and  strongly  require  each  agency 
to  set  its  own  direction. 

Comments  on  the  final  rule  are 
invited. 
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Dated:  November  7, 1979. 

Jim  Williams, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Accordingly,  a  new  Subpart  C  to  Part 
3100  of  Title  7  CFR  will  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  C— Enhancement,  Protection,  and 
Management  of  the  Cultural  Environment 

Sec. 

3100.40  Purpose. 

3100.41  Authorities. 

3100.42  DeHnitions. 

3100.43  Policy. 

3100.44  Implementation. 

3100.45  Direction  to  agencies. 

3100.46  Responsibilities  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

Authority:  Sec.  106,  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act,  as  amended  (16  U.S.C. 

470f);  National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq);  E.0. 11593, 
36  FR  8921,  May  13, 1971. 

Subpart  C— Enhancement,  Protection 
and  Management  of  the  Cultural 
Environment 

§  3100.40  Purpose. 

(a)  This  subpart  establishes  USDA 
policy  regarding  the  enhancement, 
protection,  and  management  of  the 
cultural  environment. 

(b)  This  subpart  establishes 
procedures  for  implementing  Executive 
Order  11593,  and  regulations 
promulgated  by  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation  (ACHP) 
“Protection  of  Historical  and  Cultural 
Properties”  in  36  CFR  Part  800  as 
required  by  Section  800.10  of  those 
regulations. 

(c)  Direction  is  provided  to  the 
agencies  of  USDA  for  protection  of  the 
cultural  environment. 

§  3106.41  Authorities 
These  regulations  are  based  upon  and 
implement  the  following  laws, 
regulations,  and  Presidential  directives: 

(a)  Antiquities  Act  of  1906  (Pub.  L  59- 
209;  34  Stat.  225;  16  U.S.C.  431  et  seq.) 
which  provides  for  the  protection  of 
historic  or  prehistoric  remains  or  any 
object  of  antiquity  on  Federal  lands; 
establishes  criminal  sanctions  for 
unauthorized  destruction  or 
appropriation  of  antiquities;  and 
authorizes  scientific  investigation  of 
antiquities  on  Federal  lands,  subject  to 
permit  and  regulations.  Paleontological 
resources  also  are  considered  to  fall 
within  the  authority  of  this  Act. 

(b)  Historic  Sites  Act  of  1935  (Pub.  L 
74-292;  49  Stat.  666;  16  U.S.C.  461  et  seq.) 
which  authorizes  the  establishment  of 
National  Historic  Sites  and  otherwise 
authorizes  the  preservation  of  properties 
of  national  historical  or  archeological 
significance;  authorizes  the  designation 


of  National  Historic  Landmarks; 
establishes  criminal  sanctions  for 
violation  of  regulations  pursuant  to  the 
Act;  authorizes  interagency, 
intergovernmental,  and  interdisciplinary 
efforts  for  the  preservation  of  cultural 
resources;  and  other  provisions. 

(c)  Reservoir  Salvage  Act  of  1960 
(Pub.  L  86-521;  74  Stat.  220;  16  U.S.C. 
469-469C.)  which  provides  for  the 
recovery  and  preservation  of  historical 
and  archeological  data,  including  relics 
and  specimens,  that  might  be  lost  or 
destroyed  as  a  result  of  the  construction 
of  dams,  reservoirs,  and  attendant 
facilities  and  activities. 

(d)  The  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of 1966  as  amended  (16 
U.S.C.  470),  which  establishes  positive 
national  policy  for  the  preservation  of 
the  cultural  environment,  and  sets  forth 
a  mandate  for  protection  in  Section  106. 
The  purpose  of  Section  106  is  to  protect 
properties  on  or  eligible  for  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  through 
review  and  comment  by  the  ACHP  of 
Federal  undertakings  that  affect  such 
properties.  Properties  are  listed  on  the 
National  Register  or  declared  eligible  for 
listing  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
As  developed  through  the  ACHP’s 
regulations.  Section  106  establishes  a 
public  interest  process  in  which  the 
Federal  agency  proposing  an 
undertaking,  the  State  Historic 
Preservation  Officer,  the  ACHP, 
interested  organizations  and  individuals 
participate.  The  process  is  designed  to 
insure  that  properties,  impacts  on  them, 
and  effects  to  them  are  identiHed,  and 
that  alternatives  to  avoid  or  mitigate  an 
adverse  effect  on  property  eligible  for 
the  National  Register  are  adequately 
considered  in  the  planning  process. 

(e)  The  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA)  (Fhib.  L  91- 
190;  83  Stat.  852;  42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.) 
which  declares  that  it  is  the  policy  of  the 
Federal  Government  to  preserve 
important  historic,  cultural,  and  natural 
aspects  of  our  national  heritage. 
Compliance  with  NEPA  requires 
consideration  of  all  environmental 
concerns  during  project  planning  and 
execution. 

(f)  Executive  Order  11593,  "Protection 
and  Enhancement  of  the  Cultural 
Environment",  which  gives  the  Federal 
Government  the  responsibility  for 
stewardship  of  our  nation’s  heritage 
resources  and  charges  Federal  agencies 
with  the  task  of  inventorying  historic 
and  prehistoric  sites  on  their  lands.  E.O. 
11593  also  charges  agencies  with  the 
task  of  identifying  and  nominating  all 
historic  properties  under  their 
jurisdiction,  and  exercising  caution  to 
insure  that  they  are  not  transferred. 


sold,  demolished,  or  substantially 
altered. 

(g)  Historical  and  Archeological  Data 
Preservation  Act  of 1974.  (Pub.  L  93-291; 
88  Stat.  174.)  which  amends  the 
Reservoir  Salvage  Act  of  1960  to  extend 
its  provisions  beyond  the  construction  of 
dams  to  any  alteration  of  the  terrain 
caused  as  a  result  of  any  Federal 
construction  project  or  Federally 
licensed  activity  or  program.  In  addition, 
the  Act  provides  a  mechanism  for 
funding  the  protection  of  historical  and 
archeological  data. 

(h)  Presidential  memorandum  of  July 
12, 1978,  “Environmental  Quality  and 
Water  Resource  Management"  which 
directs  the  ACHP  to  publish  final 
regulations,  implementing  Section  106  of 
the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act 
(NHPA),  and  further  directs  each  agency 
with  water  and  related  land  resources 
responsibilities  to  publish  procedures 
implementing  those  regulations. 

(i)  36  CFR  Part  800,  "Protection  of 
Historic  and  Cultiiral  Properties”  which 
establishes  procedures  for  the 
implementation  of  Section  106  of  the 
NHPA,  and  directs  publication  of 
agency  implementing  procedures. 

(j)  Land  use  policy  of  the  USDA 
(Secretary's  Memorandum  No.  1827 
Revised,  with  Supplement)  which 
establishes  a  commitment  by  the 
Department  to  the  preservation  of  farms, 
rural  communities,  and  rural  landscapes. 

(k)  Public  Buildings  Cooperative  Use 
Act  of 1976  (40  U.S.C.  611)  and 
Executive  Order  12072  (Federal  Space 
Management).  The  Act  encourages 
adaptive  use  of  historic  buildings  as 
administrative  facilities  for  Federal 
agencies  and  activities;  the  Executive 
Order  directs  Federal  agencies  to  locate 
administrative  and  other  facilities  in 
central  business  districts. 

(l)  American  Indian  Religious 
Freedom  Act  of 1978  (42  U.S.C.  1996) 
which  declares  it  to  be  the  policy  of  the 
United  States  to  protect  and  preserve  for 
American  Indians  their  inherent  right  of 
fi-eedom  to  believe,  express,  and 
exercise  the  traditional  religions  of  the 
American  Indian,  Eskimo,  Aleut,  and 
Native  Hawaiians. 

§3100.42  Definitions. 

All  definitions  are  those  which  appear 
in  36  CFR  Part  800.  In  addition,  the 
following  apply  in  this  rule: 

Cultural  resources  (heritage 
resources)  are  the  remains  or  records  of 
districts,  sites,  structures,  buildings, 
networks,  neighborhoods,  objects,  and 
events  from  the  past.  They  may  be 
historic,  prehistoric,  archeological,  or 
architectural  in  nature.  Cultural 
resources  are  an  irreplaceable  and 


66182  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44.  No.  224  /  Monday.  November  19.  1979  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


nonrenewable  aspect  of  our  national 
heritage 

Cultural  environment  is  that  portion 
of  the  environment  which  includes 
reminders  of  the  rich  historic  and 
prehistoric  past  of  our  nation. 

§3100.43  Poflcy. 

(a)  The  nonrenewable  cultural 
environment  of  our  country  constitutes  a 
valuable  and  treasured  portion  of  the 
national  heritage  of  the  American 
people.  The  Department  of  Agriculture  is 
committed  to  the  management — 
identification,  protection,  preservation, 
interpretation,  evaluation  and 
nomination — of  our  prehistoric  and 
historic  cultural  resources  for  the  benefit 
of  all  people  of  this  and  future 
generations. 

(b)  The  Department  supports  the 
cultural  resource  goals  expressed  in 
Federal  legislation.  Executive  orders, 
and  regulations. 

(c)  The  Department  supports  the 
preservation  and  protection  of  farms, 
rural  landscapes,  and  rural  communities. 

(d)  The  Department  is  committed  to 
consideration  of  the  needs  of  Americ€m 
Indians,  Eskimo,  Aleut,  and  Native 
Hawaiians  in  the  practice  of  their 
traditional  religions. 

(e)  The  Department  will  aggressively 
implement  these  policies  to  meet  goals 
for  the  positive  management  of  the 
cultural  environment. 

§  3100.44  Imptementation. 

(a)  It  is  the  intent  of  the  Department  to 
carry  out  its  program  of  management  of 
the  cultural  environment  in  the  most 
effective  and  efficient  maimer  possible. 
Implementation  must  consider  natural 
resource  utilization,  must  exemplify 
good  government  and  must  constitute  a 
noninflationary  approach  which  makes 
the  best  use  of  tax  dollars. 

(b)  The  commitment  to  cultural 
resource  protection  is  vital.  That 
commitment  will  be  balanced  with  the 
multiple  departmental  goals  of  food  and 
fiber  production,  environmental 
protection,  natural  resource  and  energy 
conservation,  and  rural  development  It 
is  essential  that  all  of  these  be  managed 
to  reduce  conflicts  between  programs. 
Positive  management  of  the  cultural 
environment  can  contribute  to  achieving 
better  land  use,  protection  of  rural 
communities  and  farm  lands, 
conservation  of  energy,  and  more 
efficient  use  of  resources. 

(c)  In  reaching  decisions,  the  long¬ 
term  needs  of  society  and  the 
irreversible  nature  of  an  action  must  be 
considered.  The  Department  must  act  to 
preserve  future  options;  loss  of 
important  cultural  resources  must  be 
avoided  except  in  the  face  of  overriding 


national  interest  where  there  are  no 
reasonable  alternatives. 

(d)  To  assure  the  protection  of  Native 
Ainerican  religious  practices,  traditional 
religious  leaders  and  other  native 
leaders  (or  their  representatives]  should 
be  consulted  about  potential  conflict 
areas  in  the  management  of  the  cultural 
enviroiunent  and  die  means  to  reduce  or 
eliminate  such  conflicts. 

§  3100.45  Direction  to  agencies. 

(а)  Each  agency  of  the  Department 
shall  consult  with  OEQ  to  determine 
whether  its  programs  and  activities  may 
affect  the  cultural  environment.  Then,  if 
needed,  the  agency,  in  consultation  with 
the  OEQ,  shall  develop  its  own  specific 
procedures  for  implementing  Section  106 
of  the  national  Historic  Preservation 
Act,  Executive  Order  11593,  the 
regulations  of  the  ACHP  (36  CFR  Part 
800),  the  American  Indian  Religious 
Freedom  Act  of  1978  and  other  relevant 
legislation  and  regulations  in 
accordance  with  the  agency's  programs, 
mission  and  authorities.  Such 
implementing  procedures  shall  be 
published  as  proposed  and  fmal 
procedures  in  the  Federal  Register,  and 
must  be  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  36  CFR  Part  800  and  this 
subpart.  Where  applicable,  each 
agency's  procedures  must  contain 
mechanisms  to  insure; 

(1)  Compliance  with  Section  106  of 
NWA  and  mitigation  of  adverse  effects 
to  cultural  properties  on  or  eligible  for 
the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places; 

(2)  Clear  defmition  of  the  kind  and 
variety  of  sites  and  properties  which 
should  be  managed; 

(3)  Development  of  a  long-term 
program  of  management  of  the  cultural 
environment  on  lands  administered  by 
USDA  as  well  as  direction  for  project- 
speciHc  protection; 

(4)  Identification  of  all  properties 
listed  on  or  eligible  for  listing  in  the 
National  Register  that  may  be  affected 
directly  or  indirectly  by  a  proposed 
activity; 

(5)  Location,  identification  and 
nomination  to  the  Register  of  all  sites, 
buildings,  objects,  districts, 
neighborhoods,  and  networks  under  its 
management  which  appear  to  qualify  (in 
compliance  with  E.0. 11593); 

(б)  The  exercise  of  caution  to  assure 
that  properties  managed  by  USDA 
which  may  qualify  for  nomination  are 
not  transferred,  sold,  demolished,  or 
substantially  altered; 

(7)  Early  consultation  with,  and 
involvement  of,  the  State  Historic 
Preservation  Officer(s).  the  ACHP, 
Native  American  traditional  religious 
leaders  and  appropriate  tribal  leaders. 


and  others  with  appropriate  interests  or 
expertise; 

(8)  Early  notification  to  insure 
substantive  and  meaningful  involvement 
by  the  public  in  the  agency's 
decisionmaking  process  as  it  relates  to 
the  cultural  environment; 

(9)  Identification  and  consideration  of 
alternatives  to  a  proposed  undertaking 
that  would  mitigate  or  minimize  adverse 
effects  to  a  property  identified  under 
paragraph  (a)(4]  of  this  section: 

(10)  Funding  of  mitigation  measures 
where  required  to  minimize  the  potential 
for  adverse  effects  on  the  cultural 
environment.  Funds  for  mitigation  shall 
be  available  and  shall  be  spent  when 
needed  during  the  life  of  the  project  to 
mitigate  the  expected  loss;  and 

(11)  Development  of  plans  to  provide 
for  the  management  protection, 
maintenance  and/or  restoration  of 
Register  sites  under  its  management. 

(b)  Each  agency  of  the  Department 
which  conducts  programs  or  activities 
that  may  have  an  effect  on  the  cultural 
environment  shall  recruit,  place, 
develop,  or  otherwise  have  available, 
professional  expertise  in  anthropology, 
archeology,  history,  historic 
preservation,  historic  architecture,  and/ 
or  cultural  resource  management 
(depending  upon  speciHc  need).  Such 
arrangements  may  include  internal 
hiring.  Intergovernmental  Personnel  Act 
assignmenfs,  memoranda  of  agreement 
with  other  agencies  or  Departments,  or 
other  mechanisms  which  insure  a 
professionally  directed  program. 
Agencies  should  use  Department  of  the 
Interior  professional  standards  (36  CFR 
61.5]  as  guidelines  to  insure 
Departmentwide  competence  and 
consistency. 

(c)  Compliance  with  cultural  resource 
legislation  is  the  responsibility  of  each 
individual  agency.  Consideration  of 
cultural  resource  values  must  begin 
during  the  earliest  planning  stages  of 
any  undertaking. 

(d)  Agency  heads  shall  insure  that 
cultural  resource  management  activities 
meet  professional  standards  as 
promulgated  by  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  (e.g.,  36  CFR  Parts  60,  63,  66, 
1208). 

(e)  Cultural  resource  review 
requirements  and  compliance  with 
Section  106  of  NHPA  and  Executive 
Order  11593  shall  be  integrated  and  run 
concurrently,  rather  than  consecutively, 
with  the  other  environmental 
considerations  under  NEPA  regulations. 
As  such,  direct  and  indirect  impacts  on 
cultural  resources  must  be  addressed  in 
the  environmental  assessment  for  every 
agency  undertaking.  In  meeting  these 
requirements,  agencies  shall  be  guided 
by  regulations  implementing  the 
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procedural  provisions  of  NEPA  (40  CFR 
Parts  1500-1506)  and  Department  of 
Agriculture  regulations  (7  CFR  Part  3100, 
Subpart  B). 

(f)  Each  agency  shall  work  closely 
with  the  appropriate  State  Historic 
Preservation  C>fncer(s]  in  their 
preparation  of  State  plans, 
determination  of  inventory  needs,  and 
collection  of  data  relevant  to  general 
plans  or  specific  undertakings  in 
carrying  out  mutual  cultural  resource 
responsibilities. 

(g)  Each  agency  shall,  to  the  maximum 
extent  possible,  use  existing  historic 
structures  for  administrative  purposes  in 
compliance  with  Public  Buildings 
Cooperative  Use  Act  of  1976  and 
Executive  Order  12072,  “Federal  Space 
Management”. 

(h)  Each  agency  should  consult  with 
Native  American  traditional  religious 
leaders  or  their  representatives  and 
other  native  leaders  in  the  development 
and  implementation  of  cultural  resource 
programs  which  may  affect  their 
religious  customs  and  practices. 

§  3100.46  Responsibilities  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

(a)  Within  the  Department,  the 
responsibility  for  the  protection  of  the 
cultural  environment  is  assigned  to  the 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality  (OEQ). 
The  Office  is  responsible  for  reviewing 
the  development  and  implementation  of 
agency  procedures  and  insuring 
Departmental  commitment  to  cultural 
resource  goals. 

(b)  The  Director  of  the  OEQ  is  the 
Secretary’s  Designee  to  the  ACHP. 

(c)  In  order  to  carry  out  cultural 
resource  responsibilities,  there  will  be 
professional  expertise  within  the  OEQ 
to  advise  agencies,  aid  the  Department 
in  meeting  its  cultural  resource 
management  goals,  and  to  insure  that  all 
Departmental  and  agency  undertakings 
comply  with  applicable  cultural  resource 
protection  legislation  and  regulations. 

(d)  The  OEQ  will  be  involved  in 
individual  compliance  cases  only  where 
resolution  cannot  be  reached  at  the 
agency  level.  Prior  to  the  decision  to 
refer  a  matter  to  the  full  Council  of  the 
ACHP,  the  OEQ  will  review  the  case 
and  make  recommendations  to  the 
Secretary  regarding  the  position  of  the 
Department.  The  agency  also  will 
consult  with  the  OEQ  before  reaching  a 
final  decision  in  response  to  the 
Council's  comments.  Copies  of 
correspondence  relevant  to  compliance 
with  Section  106  shall  be  made  available 
to  OEQ. 

|FR  Doc.  7&-35591  Filed  ll-lS-79;  S:4S  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

10  CFR  Part  211 

[Docket  No.  ERA-R-79-28] 

Mandatory  Petroleum  Allocation 
Regulations;  Amendments  To  Include 
Additional  Petroleum  Substitutes  in 
the  Entitlements  Program 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration.  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Final  Rule  and  Notice  of 
Further  Consideration. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  is  amending  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Allocation 
Regulations  (10  CFR  Part  211)  to  provide 
for  the  automatic  inclusion  in  the  crude 
oil  entitlements  program  of  solid 
municipal  waste  and  solid  derivatives 
thereof  used  as  fuel,  shale  oil  used  for 
non-refining  purposes,  and  methane 
derived  from  municipal  sewage  or 
landfills.  The  amendments  will  also 
permit  solid  fuels  derived  from  non¬ 
municipal  solid  waste,  as  well  as 
gaseous  fuels  derived  from  any  solid- 
waste  sources,  to  receive  the  same 
treatment  as  liquid  solid-waste 
derivatives,  which  are  currently  eligible 
on  a  case-by-case  basis  for  inclusion  in 
the  entitlements  program.  The  purpose 
of  the  amendments  is  to  offset  the 
regulatory  bias  in  favor  of  petroleum 
and  against  non-petroleum  fuel  sources 
which  would  otherwise  continue  until 
the  total  dei'egulation  of  crude  oil  prices 
on  September  30, 1981.  We  are 
continuing  this  rulemaking  in  order  to 
give  further  consideration  as  to  whether 
action  should  be  taken  in  this 
proceeding  regarding  those  aspects  of 
the  June  1979  proposal  pertaining  to 
wood  and  coal  used  to  supplement 
petroleum. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  1, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  L  Webb  (Office  of  Public 
Information).  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Room  B-110, 2000  M  Street, 
N.W..  Washington.  D.C.  20461,  (202)  634- 
•  2170. 

Norman  Breckner  (Regulations  and 
Emergency  Planning),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Room  2310,  2000  M  Street, 
N.W..  Washington.  D.C  20461,  (202)  254- 
7477. 

David  A.  Welsh  (Entitlements  Program). 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 

Room  6125,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  254-3336. 
Jack  O.  Kendall  (Office  of  General  Counsel). 
Department  of  Energy,  Room  6A-127, 1000 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20585,  (202)  252-6739. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

l.  Background 

II.  Amendments  Adopted 

m.  Reporting  Requirements 

IV.  Effective  Date 

V.  Continuation  of  Rulemaking  Proceeding 

VI.  Procedural  Matters 

I.  Background 

On  May  12. 1978,  we  issued  a  final 
rule  (43  FR  21429,  May  18. 1978)  which 
amended  the  mandatory  Petroleum 
Allocation  Regulations  to  provide  for  the 
inclusion  in  the  crude  oil  entitlements 
program  of  shale  oil  produced  from 
domestic  sources  and  used  in  a  refinery. 
In  addition,  the  final  rule  provides  that 
other  synthetic  liquid  fuels  (as  well  as 
shale  oil  used  other  than  in  a  refinery) 
produced  from  domestic  sources  may 
also  earn  entitlement  benefits,  following 
a  review  procedure  whereby  we 
determine  the  eligibility  of  an  applicant 
on  a  case-by-case  basis.  On  January  19, 
1979,  we  adopted  guidelines  setting  forth 
the  procedures  and  criteris  under  which 
we  review  each  application  and 
determine  an  applicant’s  eligibility  to 
participate  in  the  entitlements  program 
(44  FR  6895.  February  5. 1979). 

The  May  1978  final  rule  permits 
certain  synthetic  fuels  to  receive  the 
same  treatment  under  the  entitlements 
program  as  crude  oil  not  subject  to  price 
regulation.  Our  purpose  in  adopting  the 
rule  was  to  eliminate  the  disincentive  to 
the  production  and  use  of  these  fuels 
created  by  our  regulatory  scheme  for 
petroleum  which,  through  the  combined 
operations  of  the  price  regulations  and 
the  entitlements  program,  results  in  the 
effective  price  of  all  crude  oil  used  in  the 
United  States  being  lower  than  the 
world  market  price  for  crude  oil. 

Our  decision  to  limit  eligibility  for 
inclusion  in  the  entitlements  program 
under  the  May  1978  final  rule  to  those 
fuels  which  are  in  liquid  form  was  based 
on  our  understanding  at  that  time  that 
fuels  which  can  be  substituted  for 
petroleum  are  generally  in  liquid  form. 
However,  based  on  the  comments 
received  in  response  to  the  May  1978 
notice,  we  concluded  that  certain 
additional  synthetic  fuels  in  gaseous  and 
solid  form,  while  not  necessarily 
suitable  for  burning  in  traditional  oil 
burners,  are  nevertheless  in  direct 
competition  with  petroleum  and 
represent  a  significant  substitute  for 
crude  oil.  In  addition  we  determined  in 
view  of  our  experience  since  adoption  of 
the  May  1978  rule  that  certain  other 
fuels  currently  restricted  to  inclusion  in 
the  entitlements  program  on  a  case-by¬ 
case  basis  should  automatically  qualify 
for  entitlements. 

On  May  27, 1979.  we  issued  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  (44  FR  32225,  June 
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5, 1979)  to  provide  for  the  automatic 
inclusion  in  the  entitlements  program  of 
solid  municipal  waste  and  solid 
derivatives  thereof  used  as  fuel,  the  coal 
component  of  a  slurry  of  coal  and 
petroleum,  alcohol  derived  from 
biomass  when  mixed  with  gasoline  to 
produce  gasohol,  shale  oil  used  other 
than  in  a  refinery,  the  wood  component 
of  mixtures  of  processed  wood  and 
petroleum  product,  and  methane  derived 
from  municipal  sewage  or  landfills.  We 
also  proposed  amendments  to  permit 
gaseous  fuels  derived  from  solid-waste 
materials,  as  well  as  solid  fuels  derived 
from  non-municipal  solid-waste  sources, 
to  be  included  in  the  entitlements 
program  on  a  case-by-case  basis. 

Comments  on  the  proposed 
amendments  were  requested  through 
August  1, 1979.  In  addition,  a  hearing  on 
the  proposal  was  held  in  Washington, 
D.C.  on  July  17, 1979.  Prior  to  the  close  of 
the  public  comment  period,  we  received 
oral  and  written  comments  from  fifty- 
four  separate  respondents,  including  two 
public  utilities,  six  governmental  bodies, 
as  well  as  three  U.S.  Congressmen,  three 
producers  of  fuel  derived  from  municipal 
waste,  three  producers  of  methane 
derived  from  landfrlls,  two  paper 
recycling  companies,  three  agricultural 
and  wood  industries,  an  association  of 
small  and  independent  petroleum 
refiners,  twenty-two  firms  representing 
the  petroleum  industry,  an  association 
of  solid  waste  management  companies, 
a  steel  mill,  a  developer  of  a  coal  and 
petroleum  slurry,  a  developer  of  wood 
for  use  in  supplementing  petroleum,  and 
four  interested  private  citizens. 

The  comments  on  the  June  1979 
proposal  and  our  response  thereto  are 
discussed  in  the  final  rule  we  issued  on 
October  31, 1979  to  provide  for  the 
automatic  inclusion  in  the  entitlements 
program  of  ethyl  alcohol  mixed  with 
gasoline  (44  FR  63515,  November  5, 

1979).  Our  decision  to  issue  a  final  rule 
with  respect  to  ethyl  alcohol  was  based 
on  our  determination  after  considering 
the  comments  that  it  would  be 
administratively  feasible  and  otherwise 
appropriate  to  significantly  increase  the 
opportunities  for  participation  by 
petroleum  substitutes  in  the  entitlements 
program.  In  view  of  this  determination, 
we  announced  our  intent  to  issue 
another  final  rule  in  this  proceeding  if 
we  determined  after  further 
consideration  that  such  action  would  be 
appropriate  and  necessary  to  eliminate 
any  disincentive  to  the  use  of  other 
petroleum  substitutes  which  might  be 
resulting  from  our  petroleum  regulations. 

In  accordance  with  our  announced 
intentions,  we  are  today  adopting 
amendments  to  provide  for  automatic 


inclusion  in  the  entitlements  program  of 
municipal  solid  waste  and  solid 
derivatives  thereof  used  as  fuel, 
methane  derived  from  municipal  sewage 
and  landfills,  and  shale  oil  used  for  non¬ 
refining  purposes.  Today’s  amendments 
will  also  permit  solid  fuels  derived  from 
non-municipal  solid-waste  materials,  as 
well  as  gaseous  fuels  derived  from  any 
solid-waste  sources,  to  receive  the  same 
treatment  as  liquid  solid-waste 
derivatives,  which  are  currently  eligible 
on  a  case-by-case  basis  for  inclusion  in 
the  entitlements  program. 

II.  Amendments  Adopted 

1.  Solid  waste.  We  are  adopting  today 
amendments  to  provide  for  the 
automatic  inclusion  in  the  entitlements 
program  of  municipal  solid  waste  and 
solid  derivatives  thereof  used 
domestically  as  fuel.  To  ensure  that 
entitlements  will  be  issued  only  with 
respect  to  solid-waste  materials 
ultimately  used  as  fuel,  the  final  rule 
provides  that  entitlements  will  be 
issuable  only  upon  certification  to  the 
ERA  by  the  processor  of  the  municipal 
solid  waste  that  the  processor  has  (1) 
actually  used  the  solid-waste  material 
domestically  to  produce  useful  energy 
and  that  the  energy  thus  produced  has 
actually  been  used  as  fuel  or  (2)  sold  the 
solid-waste  material  or  useful  energy 
produced  therefrom  for  domestic  use  as 
fiiel. 

As  indicated  in  the  June  1979 
proposal,  we  believe  ^at  the  issuance  of 
entitlements  with  respect  to  a  petroleum 
substitute  should  reflect  the 
comparative  heating  value  of  the 
petroleum  substitute  relative  to  that  of 
crude  oil,  which  has  an  accepted  heating 
value  of  5.7  million  BTU's  per  barrel. 
After  reviewing  the  comments  received 
in  this  proceeding,  we  have  determined 
that  municpal  solid  waste  represents  a 
potential  heating  value  averaging 
approximately  8.0  million  BTU's  per  ton. 
Therefore,  today’s  final  rule  provides 
that  a  person  who  processes  municipal 
solid  waste  for  use  as  fuel  will  earn  1.40 
run’s  credits  for  each  ton  of  municipal 
solid  waste  processed  and  certified  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions 
discussed  above.  We  believe  that  using 
this  method  for  computing  entitlements 
will  ease  the  administrative  burden  of 
the  entitlements  program  in  that 
processors  will  not  have  to  calculate  the 
BTU  content  of  each  ton  of  municipal 
solid  waste  in  order  to  determine  its 
heating  value  relative  to  that  of  crude 
oil. 

Non-mimicipal  solid  waste  and  solid 
and  gaseous  derivatives  thereof,  as  well 
as  gaseous  derivatives  of  municipal 
waste,  will  be  eligible  under  today’s 
amendments  for  inclusion  in  the 


entitlements  program  on  a  case-by-case 
basis.  The  person  to  whom  entitlements 
will  be  issuable  with  respect  to  such 
fuels  will  be  designated  in  an  order 
issued  by  the  ERA.  The  number  of 
entitlements  issuable  to  the  designated 
recipient  will  be  calculated  in 
accordance  with  the  manner  determined 
by  the  ERA  to  appropriately  reflect  the 
heating  value  of  the  petroleum  substitute 
relative  to  that  of  crude  oil. 

2.  Shale  oil  used  for  non-refining 
purposes.  Entitlements  are  currently 
issuable  to  refiners  on  an  automatic 
basis  with  respect  to  shale  oil  used 
domestically  for  refining  purposes. 
Today’s  rule  provides  for  the  automatic 
inclusion  in  the  entitlements  program  of 
all  shale  oil  used  as  fuel  in  the  United 
States.  Entitlements  will  be  issuable  to 
the  producer  of  shale  oil  in  those  cases 
where  the  producer  certifies  that  the 
shale  oil  has  been  used  or  sold  for  use 
domestically  other  than  in  a  refinery. 
Entitlements  for  all  shale  oil  used  as 
feedstock  or  fuel  in  a  domestic  refinery 
will  be  issuable  to  the  refiner.  In  all 
instances,  the  number  of  entitlements 
issuable  with  respect  to  shale  oil  will  be 
calculated  on  the  same  basis  as 
entitlements  are  issued  with  respect  to 
crude  oil. 

3.  Methane  derived  from  municipal 
sewage  and  landfills.  Today’s  final  rule 
also  provides  for  the  issuance  of 
entitlements  on  an  automatic  basis  to 
collectors  of  methane  from  municipal 
sewage  and  landfills.  Based  on  the 
comments  received  in  this  proceeding, 
we  believe  that  the  energy  content  of 
methane  derived  from  these  sources 
varies  greatly,  from  as  little  as  200 
B'TU’s  per  cubic  foot  to  as  much  as  1,000 
BTU’s  per  cubic  foot,  depending  on 
degree  of  processing.  Therefore,  today’s 
rule  provides  that  a  collector  of  methane 
will  earn  one  run’s  credit  for  each  imit  of 
methane  containing  5.7  million  BTU's 
potential  heating  value.  Since  the 
comments  indicate  that  ciurent  methane 
collection  operations  generally  involve 
analysis  to  determine  the  energy  content 
of  the  methane  collected,  we  believe  the 
method  provided  for  calculating 
entitlements  will  ease  administrative 
burdens  on  the  ERA  without  placing  any 
undue  burdens  on  collectors  of  methane 
from  municipal  sewage  and  landfills.  In 
order  to  insure  that  the  methane  will  be 
used  domestically  as  fuel,  the  final  rule 
provides  that  in  no  event  will 
entitlements  be  issuable  with  respect  to 
methane  prior  to  certification  by  the 
collector  that  the  methane  has  been 
used  or  sold  for  use  domestically  as  fuel. 

III.  Reporting  Requirements 

In  the  October  31, 1979  final  rule 
providing  for  the  automatic  inclusion  in 
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the  entitlements  program  of  ethyl 
alcohol  mixed  with  gasoline,  we 
adopted  reporting  requirements 
generally  applicable  to  petroleum 
substitutes  for  purposes  of  the 
entitlements  program.  Pursuant  to  these 
provisions,  any  person  or  firm  seeking 
entitlements  with  respect  to  a  petroleum 
substitute  will  be  required  to  make 
available  to  the  ERA  any  information 
we  deem  necessary  to  denusnstrate  both 
the  energy  value  of  the  petroleum 
substitute  relative  to  that  of  crude  oil 
and  the  ultimate  use  of  the  petroleum 
substitute  as  fuel. 

IV.  Effective  Date 

We  indicated  in  the  June  1979 
proposal  that,  in  the  event  we 
determined  to  issue  a  final  rule  in  this 
proceeding,  it  was  our  tentative 
determination  that  any  amendments 
adopted  thereby  should  be  made 
effective  June  1, 1979.  This 
determination  was  based  both  on  our 
belief  that  any  action  to  remove  the 
regulatory  bias  against  synthetic  fuels 
should  be  made  effective  as  soon  as 
possible  and  to  ensure  that  production 
and  use  of  these  fuels  as  crude  oil 
alternatives  would  not  be  interrupted 
pending  our  final  determinations  with 
regard  to  the  proposals.  In  view  of  these 
considerations,  the  October  31, 1979 
final  rule  pertaining  to  ethyl  alcohol  was 
made  effective  June  1, 1979,  as  proposed. 
For  these  same  reasons,  today's 
amendments  are  being  made  effective 
June  1, 1979. 

V.  Continuation  of  Rulemaking 
Proceeding 

We  are  continuing  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  in  order  to  give  further 
consideration  to  those  aspects  of  the 
June  1979  proposal  pertaining  to  wood 
and  coal  used  to  supplement  petroleum. 
In  the  event  we  determine  to  issue 
another  final  rule  in  this  proceeding 
concerning  these  fuels,  we  may 
determine,  for  the  reasons  discussed  in 
Section  IV  above,  to  make  any 
amendments  adopted  by  such  final  rule 
effective  June  1, 1979,  As  part  of  our 
further  consideration  of  coal  used  as  a 
petroleum  substitute,  we  will  be 
evaluating  late  comments  received  in 
this  proceeding  which  indicate  that  it 
may  be  appropriate  to  initiate  further 
rulemaking  action  to  remove  a 
regulatory  bias  against  the  use  of  coal 
by  certain  electric  utilities  which  may  be 
resulting  from  the  operation  of  our 
regulatory  scheme  for  petroleum. 

VI.  Procedural  Matters 

We  stated  in  the  June  1979  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  the  reasons  for  our 
preliminary  conclusion  that  the 


preparation  of  a  regulatory  analysis  was 
not  required  for  the  proposals  u^er 
Executive  Order  No.  12044,  entitled 
"Improving  Government  Regulations** 

(43  FR 1266.  March  24. 1978).  or  DOE'S 
implementing  Oder  2030  (44  FR  1032, 
January  3, 1979).  In  the  October  31. 1979 
Hnal  rule  issued  in  this  proceeding  with 
respect  to  ethyl  alcohol  we  announced 
our  final  decision  after  reviewing  all 
comments  received  that  the  preparation 
of  a  regulatory  analysis  is  not  required 
with  respect  to  any  or  all  of  the 
petroleum  substitutes  proposed  in  this 
proceeding.  This  decision  is  based  on 
the  following  determinations: 

(1)  The  proposals  would  not  be  likely 
to  have  a  substantial  effect  on  any  of  ^e 
objectives  of  national  energy  policy  or 
energy  statutes; 

(2)  The  regulations  would  not  be  likely 
to  impose: 

(a)  Gross  economic  costs  of  $100 
million  per  year,  or 

(b)  A  major  increase  in  costs  or  prices 
for  individual  industries,  levels  of 
government,  geographic  regions,  or 
demographic  groups; 

(3)  The  regulations  would  not  be  likely 
to  have  an  adverse  impact  on 
competition;  and 

(4)  Neither  the  Secretary,  Deputy 
Secretary,  or  Under  Secretary  of  the 
DOE  considers  the  regulations  likely  to 
have  a  major  impact  for  any  other 
reason. 

In  the  October  31, 1979  notice,  we  also 
stated  our  final  conclusion  after 
reviewing  the  comments  that  the  June 
1979  proposals  would  not  constitute  a 
major  federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of 
section  102(2](C)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  and.  therefore, 
that  the  preparation  of  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the 
proposal  would  not  be  required  imder  10 
CFR  Part  208. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of 
section  404(a]  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (42  U.S.C.  7101 
et  seq..  Pub.  L  95-91),  a  copy  of  the  June 
1979  proposal  was  referred,  concurrently 
with  the  issuance  thereof,  to  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  for  its 
review.  The  Commission  informed  us  of 
its  determination  that  the  proposed  rule 
would  not  significantly  affect  any  matter 
within  the  Commission's  jiirisdiction. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act 
of  1973, 15  U.S.C.  751  et  seq..  Pub.  L  93- 
159,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  93-511,  Pub.  L. 
94-99,  Pub.  L  94-133,  Pub.  L  94-163,  and 
Pub.  L  94-385;  Federal  Energy 
Administration  Act  of  1974, 15  U.S.C. 

787  et  seq..  Pub.  L  93-275,  as  amended. 
Pub.  L  94-332,  Pub.  L  94-385,  Pub.  L  95- 
70,  and  Pub.  L  95-91;  Energy  Policy  and 


Conservation  Act  42  U.S.C.  6201  et  seq.. 
Pub.  L  94-163,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  94- 
385,  Pub.  L  95-70,  Pub.  L  95-619,  and 
Pub.  L  96-30;  Department  of  Energy 
Organization  Act  42  U3.C.  7101  et  seq.. 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  Pub.  L.  95-509,  Pub.  L  95- 
619,  Pub.  L  95-620,  and  Pub.  L  95-621; 
EO  1179a  39  FR  23185;  EO  12009,  42  FR 
46267.) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
211  of  Chapter  II.  of  Title  10  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
set  forth  below,  effective  June  1, 1979. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  November  12. 
1979. 

David  ).  Bardin, 

Administrator,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

1.  Section  211.62  is  amended  to  revise 
the  definition  of  "petroleum  substitute” 
to  read  as  follows: 

§211.62  Definitions. 
***** 

"Petroleum  substitute”  means,  when 
certified  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  §  211.67(a)(5)  of  this  Part, 
any  of  the  following:  (a)(1)  A  liquid 
produced  fitim  domestic  oil  shale;  (2) 
Ethyl  alcohol  derived  front  domestic 
biomass  when  mixed  with  gasoline;  (3) 
Domestically  found  municipal  solid 
waste  or  a  solid  derivative  thereof;  or  (4) 
Methane  derived  from  domestic 
municipal  sewage  or  landfills;  or  (b).  As 
designated  in  orders  issued  by  ERA 
following  review  of  applications 
submitted  under  Subpart  G  of  Part  205  of 
this  Chapter,  (1)  Any  other  fuel  derived 
from  domestically  found  solid-waste 
materials;  or  (2)  Any  other  fuel  in  a 
liquid  form  which  is  derived  from 
domestic  biomass,  coal,  or  tar  sands. 
Designation  as  a  petroleum  substitute 
may  be  denied  with  respect  to  any  fuel 
eligible  for  review  under  section  (b)(1) 
or  (b)(2)  of  this  definition,  if  ERA 
determines  that  the  fuel  in  question  does 
not  result  in  a  net  gain  of  energy, 
considering  the  fuel  consumption 
involved  in  its  production,  or  requires 
the  consumption  of  substantial 
quantities  of  a  relatively  scarce  fuel  for 
its  production. 

***** 

2.  Subparagraph  (a)(5)  of  §  211.67  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  21 1.67  Allocation  of  domestic  crude  OH. 

(a)  Issuance  of  entitlements. 

***** 

(5)(i)  For  each  month,  commencing 
with  the  month  of  June  1979, 
entitlements  shall  be  issued  with  respect 
to  a  petroleum  substitute  as  follows: 

(A)  In  the  case  of  a  shale  oil  used  as  a 
feedstock  or  fuel  in  a  domestic  refinery, 
the  refiner  shall  be  issued,  upon 
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certification  to  ERA  that  the  shale  oil 
has  been  used  as  a  feedstock  or  fuel  in  a 
domestic  refinery,  that  number  of 
entitlements  that  would  be  received  by 
the  refiner  if  each  barrel  of  the  shale  oil 
were  a  barrel  of  crude  oil; 

(B)  In  the  case  of  a  shale  oil  used  or 
sold  for  use  domestically  as  fuel  other 
than  in  a  refinery,  the  producer  of  the 
shale  oil  shall  be  issued,  upon 
certification  to  ERA  that  the  shale  oil 
has  been  used  or  sold  for  use 
domestically  as  fuel  other  than  in  a 
refinery,  that  number  of  entitlements 
that  would  be  received  by  a  refiner  if 
each  barrel  of  the  shale  oil  were  a  barrel 
of  crude  oil. 

(C)  In  the  case  of  ethyl  alcohol 
derived  from  domestic  biomass  and 
mixed  with  gasoline,  the  producer  of  the 
ethyl  alcohol  shall  be  issued  that 
number  of  entitlements  that  would  be 
received  by  a  refiner  if  a  barrel  of  ethyl 
alcohol  were  equal  to  0.6189  barrels  of 
crude  oil;  provided  that,  entitlements 
will  be  issuable  to  a  producer  of  ethyl 
alcohol  only  upon  written  certification 
by  the  producer  to  ERA  that:  (1)  The 
producer  has  actually  mixed  the  ethyl 
alcohol  with  gasoline  and  used  the 
resulting  mixture  domestically  as  fuel  or 
sold  the  mixture  for  domestic  use  as  fuel; 
or  (2),  In  any  case  where  the  producer 
sells  the  ethyl  alcohol  prior  to  mixing 
with  gasoline,  the  producer  has  received 
written  certification  from  a  subsequent 
purchaser  that  such  person:  (i)  Has  been 
the  first  person  to  actually  mix  the  ethyl 
alcohol  with  gasoline;  (ii)  Has  used  the 
resulting  mixture  domestically  as  fuel  or 
sold  the  mixture  for  domestic  use  as  fuel; 
(iii)  Has  based  certification  as  to  such 
use  or  sale  upon  documentation;  and  (iv) 
Will  maintain  such  documentation  in  a 
manner  so  as  to  be  available  for 
inspection  at  any  time  by  the  ERA 
within  five  years. 

(D)  In  the  case  of  municipal  solid 
waste,  the  person  who  first  processes 
the  municipal  solid  waste  to  produce  a 
solid  fuel  shall  be  issued  that  number  of 
entitlements  that  would  be  received  by 
a  refiner  if  each  ton  of  municipal  solid 
waste  processed  were  equal  to  1.40 
barrels  of  crude  oil;  provided,  that, 
entitlements  will  be  issuable  to  the 
processor  of  the  municipal  solid  waste 
only  upon  written  certification  by  the 
processor  to  ERA  that  the  processor  has 
(1)  actually  used  the  solid  waste  or  solid 
derivative  thereof  domestically  to 
produce  useful  energy  and  that  the 
energy  thus  produced  has  actually  been 
used  as  fuel;  or  (2)  sold  the  solid  waste 
or  solid  derivative  thereof  or  useful 
energy  produced  fi-om  either  the  solid 
waste  or  its  derivative  for  domestic  use 
as  fuel. 


(E)  In  the  case  of  methane  derived 
fi'om  municipal  sewage  or  domestic 
landfills,  the  collector  of  the  methane 
shall  be  issued,  upon  certification  to 
ERA  that  the  methane  has  been  used  or 
sold  for  use  domestically  as  fuel,  that 
number  of  entitlements  that  would  be 
received  by  a  refiner  if  each  unit  of 
methane  having  a  gross  heating  value  of 
5.7  million  BTU’s  were  a  barrel  of  crude 
oil. 

(F)  In  the  case  of  solid  waste  or  a 
solid  or  gaseous  derivative  thereof 
which  has  been  designated  as  a 
petroleum  substitute  by  ERA  in  an  order 
issued  pursuant  to  $  205.95  of  Part  205  of 
this  chapter,  that  person  designated  by 
ERA  as  eligible  to  participate  in  the 
entitlements  program  with  respect  to 
such  petroleum  substitute  shall  be 
issued  that  number  of  entitlements  that 
would  be  received  by  a  refiner  if  the  unit 
of  measurement  established  by  ERA  for 
that  petroleum  substitute  were  a  barrel 
of  crude  oil. 

(G)  In  the  case  of  a  liquid  petroleum 
substitute  which  has  been  designated  as’ 
a  petroleum  substitute  by  ERA  in  an 
order  issued  pursuant  to  §  205.95  of  Part 
205  of  this  Chapter  and  which  has  a 
gross  heating  value  of  5.7  million  or 
more  BTU's  per  barrel,  that  person 
designated  by  ERA  as  eligible  to 
participate  in  the  entitlements  program 
with  respect  to  the  petroleum  substitute 
shall  be  issued  that  number  of 
entitlements  that  would  be  received  by 

a  refiner  if  a  barrel  of  the  petroleum 
substitute  were  a  barrel  of  crude  oil. 

(H)  In  the  case  of  a  liquid  petroleum 
substitute  which  has  been  designated  as 
a  petroleum  substitute  by  ERA  in  an 
order  issued  pursuant  to  §  205.95  of  Part 
205  of  this  Chapter  and  which  has  a 
gross  heating  value  of  less  than  5.7 
million  BTU’s  per  barrel,  that  person 
designated  by  ERA  as  eligible  to 
participate  in  the  entitlements  program 
with  respect  to  the  petroleum  substitute 
shall  be  issued  that  number  of 
entitlements  that  would  be  received  by 
a  refiner  if  a  barrel  of  the  petroleum 
substitute  were  equal  to  a  fraction  of  a 
barrel  of  crude  oil,  the  numerator  of 
which  would  be  the  gross  heating  value 
in  BTU's  per  barrel  of  the  petroleum 
substitute,  and  the  denominator  of 
which  would  be  5.7  million  BTU's.  An 
order  issued  by  ERA  to  designate  a 
petroleum  substitute  shall  also  designate 
the  firm  to  which  entitlements  will  be 
issued  and  the  manner  in  which  the  use 
of  the  petroleum  substitute  by  that  firm 
shall  result  in  entitlement  issuances. 

(ii)  Each  firm  shall  in  its  initial  report 
to  ERA  for  purposes  of  receiving 
entitlements  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  subparagraph  (a)(5](i)  of  this  section 
submit  written  certification  that  all 


local,  state,  or  federal  permits  or 
licenses  required  with  respect  to  the 
production,  distribution  or  any  other  use 
of  the  petroleum  substitute  have  been 
obtained  and  provide  copies  of  such 
permits  and  licenses  and,  as  required  by 
ERA,  any  information  submitted  to  a 
governmental  body  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  any  applicable  permit  or 
license.  Each  such  firm  shall  in  its  initial 
report  and  each  month  thereafter  submit 
any  information  required  by  ERA  to  be 
submitted  by  such  firm  on  forms 
adopted  by  ERA  for  purposes  of 
determining  the  entitlements  issuable  to 
such  firm.  A  firm  shall  provide  written 
certification  in  any  submission  that  the 
information  set  forth  therein  is  accurate 
and  based  upon  documentation,  and, 
further,  that  such  firm  will  maintain 
such  records  in  a  manner  so  as  to  be 
available  for  inspection  at  any  time  by 
the  ERA  within  five  years.  Records 
required  to  be  kept  under  this 
subparagraph  shall  be  made  available 
for  inspection  at  any  time  upon  the 
request  of  a  representative  of  ERA. 

•  •  •  •  • 

[FR  Doc.  7S-3561S  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 

10  CFR  Part  212 

[Docket  No.  ERA-R-79-41] 

Mandatory  Petroleum  Price 
Regulations;  Phased  Deregulation  of 
Upper  Tier  Crude  Oil 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  is  adopting  an 
amendment  to  the  crude  oil  pricing 
regulations  to  implement  the  President’s 
decision  to  remove  price  controls  from 
domestic  crude  oil.  Beginning  January  1, 
1980  market  prices  will  be  permitted  for 
first  sales  of  a  specified  percentage  of 
what  would  otherwise  be  upper  tier 
crude  oil  produced  from  each  property. 
This  percentage  will  increase  at  a  rate 
such  that  by  October  1, 1981  market 
prices  will  be  permitted  for  all  crude  oil 
prouuction  subject  to  the  upper  tier 
ceiling  price.  Today's  action  is  intended 
to  ease  the  transition  to  an  unregulated 
market. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  1, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  C.  Gillette  (Comment  Procedures), 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 

Room  222-A,  2000  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  254-5201. 
William  L  Webb  (Office  of  Public 
Information),  Economic  Regulatory 
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Administration,  Room  B-110,  2000  M  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  634- 
2170. 

William  Carson  (Regulations  and  Emergency 
Planning),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Room  2310,  2000  M  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  254- 
7477. 

Ben  McRae  (Office  of  General  Counsel), 
Department  of  Energy,  Room  6A-127, 1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  (202)  252-6739. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Introduction  and  Amendment 
Adopted 

II.  Procedural  Requirements 

I.  Introduction  and  Amendment  Adopted 

On  April  5, 1979,  the  President 
announced  his  intention  to  deregulate 
all  domestic  crude  oil.  Several  steps 
have  already  been  taken  to  implement 
the  President’s  decision.  As  a  result  of 
these  steps,  producers  may  currently 
charge  market  prices  for  all  production 
from  properties  which  qualify  as  newly 
discovered  properties  (44  FR  25828,  May 
2, 1979)  or  heavy  oil  properties 
(Executive  Order  No.  12153,  44  FR  48949, 
August  21, 1979).  Market  prices  may  also 
be  received  for  the  incremental 
production  resulting  from  a  tertiary 
project  (43  FR  33679,  August  1, 1978).  In 
addition,  we  have  provided  for  the 
gradual  conversion  of  most  lower  tier 
crude  oil  to  upper  tier  crude  oil  by 
October  1, 1981  (44  FR  25168,  April  27, 
1979). 

As  the  final  step  in  the  President’s 
program,  we  proposed  amendments  to 
the  price  regulations  which  provided  for 
the  gradual  removal  of  ceiling  prices  for 
upper  tier  crude  oil  between  January  1, 
1980  and  October  1, 1981  (44  FR  50605,  . 
August  29, 1979).  Under  this  proposal, 
beginning  January  1, 1980,  market  prices 
would  be  permitted  for  first  sales  of  a 
specified  percentage  of  the  crude  oil 
produced  from  a  property  that  would 
otherwise  be  subject  to  the  upper  tier 
ceiling  price.  This  percentage  would 
increase  at  a  rate  such  that  by  October 
1, 1981  market  prices  would  be 
permitted  for  all  crude  oil  production 
subject  to  the  upper  tier  ceiling  price. 

For  January  1980  the  specified 
percentage  would  be  4.6  percent 
(approximately  one  twenty-second),  and 
in  each  succeeding  month  the  specified 
percentage  would  be  increased  by  an 
additional  4.6  percent.  The  crude  oil 
which  could  be  sold  pursuant  to  this 
proposal  would  be  known  as  market 
level  new  crude  oil. 

On  October  9, 1979,  we  issued  a  notice 
that  expanded  the  scope  of  the 
rulemaking  proceeding  on  upper  tier 
deregulation  to  include  consideration  of 
the  treatment  under  the  supplier/ 
purchaser  rule  of  any  crude  oil  for  which 


market  price  was  permitted  as  a  result 
of  action  taken  in  this  proceeding  (44  FR 
59240,  October  15, 1979).  In  order  to 
permit  full  discussion  of  the  supplier/ 
purchaser  rule  aspect  of  the  rulemaking, 
we  provided  for  a  comment  period 
through  December  10, 1979  on  that 
aspect  of  the  rulemaking.  The  comment 
period  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  pricing  regulations, 
however,  was  not  extended  beyond  the 
original  closing  date  of  October  31, 1979. 

On  October  23, 1979,  we  held  a  public 
hearing  in  Washington,  D.C.  to  consider 
the  proposed  changes  both  to  the  pricing 
regulations  and  to  the  supplier/ 
purchaser  rule.  Although  several  of  the 
participants  expressed  concern  over  the 
proposed  changes  to  the  supplier/ 
purchaser  rule,  no  one  expressed  any 
disagreement  with  the  President’s 
decision  to  deregulate  domestic  crude 
oil  prices.  In  general,  the  participants  in 
the  hearing  favored  the  proposed 
approach  for  gradually  decreasing  the 
volume  of  crude  oil  subject  to  the  upper 
tier  price  ceiling.  We  received  thirty-six 
written  comments  on  the  pricing  aspect 
of  the  rulemaking  prior  to  November  1, 
1979.  Thirty-three  favored  the  proposed 
approach  of  decreasing  the  volume  of 
crude  oil  subject  to  upper  tier  price 
ceilings,  while  three  believed  that 
deregulation  should  be  accomplished  by 
means  of  adjustments  to  the  upper  tier 
price  ceiling.  No  written  comments 
opposed  the  concept  of  phased 
deregulation. 

In  light  of  these  comments  and  our 
further  analysis,  we  have  decided  to 
amend  the  pricing  regulations  as 
proposed  in  the  August  29  Notice.  Thus, 
in  January  1980  market  prices  will  be 
permitted  for  4.6  percent  of  the  crude  oil 
produced  from  a  particular  property  that 
would  otherwise  be  subject  to  the  upper 
tier  ceiling  price.  In  February  1980  this 
percentage  will  increase  to  9.2  and  will 
continue  to  increase  at  the  same  rate 
through  September  1981,  at  which  time 
the  percentage  will  reach  96.6.  In 
calculating  the  amount  of  crude  oil 
subject  to  the  upper  tier  ceiling  price  for 
a  particular  month,  the  volume  of  crude 
oil  converted  from  lower  tier  status  to 
upper  tier  status  for  that  month  should 
be  included. 

Today’s  action  does  not  address  those 
aspects  of  the  rulemaking  concerning 
the  supplier/purchaser  rule.  We  will 
continue  to  receive  written  comments  on 
those  aspects  through  December  20, 

1979. 

II.  Procedural  Requirements 

A.  Section  404  of  the  DOE  Act — In 
accordance  with  section  404  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act 
(“DOE  Act",  42  U.S.C.  7101  et  seq. ),  the 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
received  a  copy  of  the  proposed  rule  and 
has  declined  to  determine  that  the  rule 
may  significantly  affect  any  of  its 
functions  under  sections  402(a)(1),  (b),  or 
(c)(1)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

B.  Executive  Order  12044 — Pursuant 
to  Executive  Order  12044,  entitled 
“Improving  Governmental  Regulations” 
(43  FR  12661,  March  23, 1978),  and 
DOE’S  implementing  procedures,  set 
forth  in  DOE  Order  2030  (44  FR  1032, 
January  3, 1979),  we  have  prepared  a 
regulatory  analysis  with  respect  to  the 
phased  deregulation  program  being 
adopted  today.  A  copy  of  that  regulatory 
analysis  may  be  obtained  from  the  ERA 
Office  of  Public  Information,  Room  B- 
110,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

In  view  of  the  President’s  decision 
concerning  deregulation,  the  regulatory 
analysis  compared  the  effects  of  phased 
deregulation  to  those  of  one-step 
deregulation  on  October  1, 1981.  The 
analysis  projects  that  during  the  period 
January  1980  through  September  1981 
the  phased  deregulation  of  upper  tier 
crude  oil  could  result  in  cumulative 
increased  costs  for  domestic  crude  oil  of 
between  $14.6  billion  and  $24.8  billion. 
As  a  result  of  phased  deregulation, 
petroleum  product  prices  will  increase 
between  6.5  cents  per  gallon  and  11.0 
cent  per  gallon  by  September*1981. 
Complete  deregulation  in  October  1981 
will  add  another  1.0  to  1.5  cents  per 
gallon. 

The  analysis  indicates  that  the  effects 
of  one-step  deregulation  on  October  1, 
1981  would  be  to  inhibit  crude  oil 
producers  from  undertaking  some  oil 
producing  activities  until  that  date.  With 
respect  to  phased  deregulation,  the 
analysis  found  the  expected  production 
response  to  be  uncertain.  However,  the 
analysis  estimated  that  domestic 
production  in  October  1981  would  be 
between  50,000  and  100,000  barrels  per 
day  greater  as  a  result  of  our  adopting  a 
program  of  phased  deregulation  for 
upper  tier  crude  oil. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of  1973, 
15  U.S.C.  §  751  et  seq..  Pub.  L.  93-159,  as 
amended.  Pub.  L.  93-511,  Pub.  L.  94-99,  Pub. 

L.  94-133,  Pub.  L.  94-163,  and  Pub.  L.  94-385: 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974, 

15  U.S.C.  §  787  et  seq..  Pub.  L  93-275,  as 
amended,  Pub.  L.  94-332,  Pub.  L.  94-385,  Pub. 
L.  95-70,  and  Pub.  L.  95-91;  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act,  42  U.S.C.  S  6201  et  seq.. 
Pub.  L  94-163,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  94-385, 
and  Pub.  L.  95-70;  Department  of  Energy 
Organization  Act,  42  U.S.C.  §  7101  et  seq., 

Pub.  L.  95-91;  E.0. 11790,  39  FR  23185;  E.O. 
12009,  42  FR  46267) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
212  of  Chapter  II  of  Title  10  of  the  Code 
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of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
set  forth  below,  effective  January  1, 

1980. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  November  12, 
1979. 

David  J.  Bardin, 

Administrator,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

§212.72  [Amended] 

1.  Section  212.72  is  revised  by  the 
addition  between  the  definitions  of 
“Marginal  property"  and  "New  crude 
oil”  of  the  following  new  definition  of 
“Market  level  new  crude  oil”: 

“Market  level  new  crude  oil”  means, 
with  respect  to  a  particular  property 
during  a  particular  month,  the  product  of 
the  market  level  factor  for  that  month 
and  the  volume  of  new  crude  oil 
produced  and  sold  from  that  property 
during  that  month.  The  market  level 
factor  for  January  1980  shall  be  four  and 
six-tenths  percent  (4.6%)  and  shall  be 
increased  by  four  and  six-tenths  percent 
(4.6%)  in  each  succeeding  month. 

§212.74  [Amended] 

2.  Section  212.74(a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

(a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
§  212.73(a),  a  producer  may  in  any 
month  charge  a  price  not  to  exceed  the 
upper  tier  ceiling  price  in  first  sales  of 
new  crude  oil,  except  that  first  sales  of 
market  level  new  crude  oil  are  not 
subject  to  the  ceiling  price  limitations  of 
this  subpart. 

IFR  Doc.  79-35517  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  79-NW-19-AD;  Arndt.  39-3617] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Boeing  707- 
100,  707-100B,  707-200,  720,  720B 
Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  Amendment  requires  a 
repetitive  inspection  of  the  707-100/- 
lOOB,  -200  and  720/720B  series  airplane 
horizontal  stabilizer  center  section  rear 
spar  upper  chord.  This  inspection  is 
required  since,  if  a  rear  spar  failure 
should  occur,  the  front  spar  can  carry 
fail-safe  loads  for  only  approximately 
500  landings  in  the  case  of  the  720/720B 
and  700  landings  in  the  case  of  707- 
100/-100B/-200  airplanes.  In  addition,  if 
the  front  spar  should  fail,  the  horizontal 


stabilizer  would  separate  from  the 
airplane. 

OATES:  Effective  date:  November  27, 
1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Boeing  Service  Bulletins 
specified  in  this  directive  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  to  the  Boeing 
Commercial  Airplane  Company,  P.O. 
Box  3707,  Seattle,  Washington  98124. 
These  documents  may  also  be  examined 
at  FAA  Northwest  Region,  9010  East 
Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle. 
Washington  98108. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Harold  N.  Wantiez,  P.E.,  Airframe 
Section,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA  Northwest  Region,  9010 
East  Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle, 
Washington,  98108,  telephone  (206)  767- 
2516. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

The  horizontal  stabilizer  front  spar  of 
707-100,  707-100B.  707-200,  720  and  720B 
series  airplanes  will  carry  the  fail-safe 
loads  if  the  rear  spar  should  fail.  A 
damage  tolerance  analysis  made  by  the 
manufacturer  indicates  that,  for  the 
upper  rear  spar  center  section  chord,  the 
time  from  crack  initiation  to  failure  is 
short;  fiu'thermore,  the  analysis 
indicates  that  the  front  spar  is  capable 
of  carrying  the  stabilizer  loads  for 
approximately  500  additional  landings. 

If  the  front  spar  fails,  the  horizontal 
stabilizer  will  separate  from  the 
airplane.  To  date  service  experience  has 
been  very  good  for  the  rear  spar  center 
section.  However,  should  a  crack  occur 
in  the  upper  rear  spar  chord  for 
whatever  reason,  the  time  interval  from 
crack  initiation  to  stabilizer  failure  does 
not  accommodate  routine  maintenance 
intervals.  For  this  reason,  mandatory 
inspections  were  considered  necessary. 
This  Amendment  is  based  upon  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM)  (44  FR 
40650,  July  12, 1979).  It  was  proposed 
that  an  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD)  be 
issued  which  would  require  a  repetitive 
inspection  of  the  horizontal  stabilizer  of 
the  707-100/-100B/-200  and  720/720B 
series  airplanes  each  250  landings. 

Public  Participation 

All  interested  persons  have  been 
given  an  opportunity  to  participate  in 
the  making  of  this  amendment  and  due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
matters  presented.  The  Boeing 
Commercial  Airplane  Company 
commented,  and  the  Air  Transport 
Association  of  America  (ATA) 
commented  on  behalf  of  the  principal 
U.S.  operators.  A  private  citizen  also 
commented. 


Discussion  of  Comments 

The  commenters  agree  that  an 
inspection  of  the  707-100/-100B/-200 
and  720/720B  series  airplanes  is 
required  but  both  Boeing  and  the  ATA 
disagree  with  the  inspection  intervals  as 
proposed  by  the  NPRM.  They  point  out 
the  proposed  250  landing  interval,  was 
based  on  720/720B  operating  loads 
which  are  higher  than  those  for  the  707- 
100/-100B/-200  airplanes.  When  the 
corresponding  loads  for  the  707  were 
used,  and  inspection  interval  of  350 
landings  was  substantiated  by  a  damage 
tolerance  analysis  conducted  by  the 
manufacturer  subsequent  to  issuance  of 
the  NPRM.  Service  Bulletin  3332  was 
revised  (Rev.  2)  to  specify  an  inspection 
interval  of  250  landings  for  the  720/720B 
airplanes  and  350  landings  for  the  707- 
100/-100B/-200  airplanes  as  a  result  of 
the  analysis. 

The  private  citizen  concurred  with  the 
NPRM  as  written. 

Conclusions 

As  Boeing  and  the  ATA  correctly 
point  out,  when  appropriate  operating 
loads  are  used  in  the  damage  tolerance 
analysis,  the  results  indicated  the  need 
for  different  intervals  between  720  and 
707  airplanes.  After  a  review  of  all 
comments  the  FAA  agrees  with  the 
change  in  inspection  intervals  since 
such  intervals  should  be  based  on  the 
load  environment  experienced  by  the 
airplane  model  in  question. 

The  rule  will,  therefore,  require 
inspection  of  the  707-100/-100B/-200 
airplanes  at  an  interval  of  350  landings 
and  the  720/720B  airplanes  at  an 
interval  of  250  landings. 

Adoption  of  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
Sec.  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  3913)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive. 

Boeing:  Applies  to  all  Boeing  707-100,  707- 
lOOB,  707-200,  and  Boeing  720,  720B 
series  airplanes.  Within  the  next  number 
of  landings  shown  in  Table  1,  if  not 
already  accomplished  within  the  last 
same  number  of  landings,  and  at  repeat 
intervals  not  to  exceed  those  specified, 
visually  inspect  the  horizontal  stabilizer 
center  section  rear  spar  upper  chord  in 
accordance  with  page  9  paragraph  IIIB 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  3332,  Rev.  2,  or  in 
a  manner  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch. 
FAA  Northwest  Region.  If  cracks  are 
found,  repair  prior  to  further  flight  in  a 
manner  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FAA  Northwest  Region,  except  that 
airplanes  may  be  flown  to  a  maintenance 
base  for  repairs  or  replacement  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197. 
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Table  1 

720/720B 

707-100/- 

100B/-200 

Initial  inspection  interval...  125  landings.... 
Repetitive  inspections .  2S9landings.... 

..  175  landings 
..  350  landings 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in  this 
directive  are  incorporated  herein  and  made  a 
part  hereof  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(1). 
(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423)  and  Section  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c):  and  14  CFR  11.89)) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  rule  which  is  not 
considered  to  be  significant  under  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  12044  and  as 
implemented  by  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11034;  February  26, 1979). 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  on 
November  7, 1979. 

C.  B.  Walk,  Ir., 

Director,  Northwest  Region. 

The  incorporation  by  reference 
provisions  in  the  document  were 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  on  June  19, 1967. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35362  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  79-CE-11-AD;  Amendment  39- 
3614] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Gates 
Learjet  24  and  25  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  revises 
Airworthiness  Directive  (AD)  79-12-05, 
Amendment  39-3488,  applicable  to 
Gates  Learjet  24  and  25  series  airplanes 
equipped  with  Century  III  wings,  by 
adding  Gates  Learjet  Airplane 
Accessory  Kit  AAK  79-lOA  as  an 
alternate  means  of  complying  with 
certain  portions  of  the  AD  and  correctly 
referring  to  24  and  25  series  airplanes  in 
lieu  of  Models  24  and  25  airplanes.  This 
revision  is  necessary  because  the  wing 
aerodynamic  improvements  associated 
with  the  installation  of  Kit  AAK  79-lOA 
eliminates  the  need  for  readjustment  of 
the  stall  warning  system  in  accordance 
with  AD  79-12-05.  In  addition  an 
editorial  change  is  needed  to  clarify  the 
applicability  of  the  AD. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  6, 1979. 
ADDRESSES:  Gates  Learjet  Airplane 
Accessory  Kit  Installation  Instructions 


Number  AAK  79-lOA,  applicable  to  this 
AD,  may  be  obtained  from  Gates  Learjet 
Corporation,  Mid-Continent  Airport, 

P.O.  Box  7707,  Wichita,  Kansas  67277, 
Telephone  Number  (316)  946-2000,  A 
copy  of  the  Accessory  Kit  Installation 
Instructions  is  contained  in  the  Rules 
Docket,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Room  1558,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106  and  at  Room  916, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  L.  (Bud)  Schroeder,  Aerospace 
Engineer,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA,  Central 
Region,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City 
Missouri  64106;  Telephone  (816)  374- 
3446. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Amendment  39-3488,  AD  79-12-05 
requires  revision  of  the  FAA  Approved 
Airplane  Flight  Manual  and  inspection 
and  readjustment  of  the  stall  warning 
system  on  certain  Gates  Learjet  24  and 
25  series  airplanes.  Subsequent  to  this 
action  the  manufacturer  has  developed 
and  the  FAA  has  approved  Gates 
Learjet  Airplane  Accessory  Kit  AAK  79- 
lOA  consisting  of  wing  aerodynamic 
modifications  and  associated  FAA 
Approved  Flight  Manual  changes  which, 
when  installed,  lowers  the  stall  speed 
and  improves  roll  characteristics  at 
stall.  These  improvements  eliminate  the 
need  to  (1)  revised  airplane  flight 
manual  performance  information  as 
required  by  paragraphs  A)  7.  through  A) 
11.  of  AD  79-12-05  and  (2)  readjust  the 
stall  warning  system  and  inspect  other 
systems  as  required  by  paragraph  B)  of 
the  AD.  In  addition,  it  has  been  brought 
to  our  attention  that  the  AD  refers  to 
Gates  Learjet  Model  24  and  25  airplanes 
but  calls  out  serial  numbers  for  various 
models  of  24  and  25  series  airplanes. 

The  intent  is  for  the  AD  to  apply  to  24 
and  25  series  airplanes  having  the  serial 
numbers  shown  in  the  AD.  Therefore, 
the  agency  is  revising  Amendment  39- 
3488  by  adding  installation  of  Gates 
Learjet  Airplane  Accessory  Kit  AAK  79- 
lOA  as  an  alternate  means  of 
compliance  with  paragraph  A)  7. 
through  A)  11.  and  B)  in  AD  7^12-05. 
Also,  the  existing  note  following 
paragraph  C)  in  the  AD  is  amended  and 
relocated,  and  the  applicability 
statement  is  amended  to  clarify  which 
models  and  serial  numbers  are  covered 
by  the  AD.  Since  this  amendment  is 
relieving  in  nature  and  imposes  no 
additional  burden  on  any  person,  notice 
and  public  procedure  hereon  are 
impracticable  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  30  days  after  the  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 


Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Amendment  39-3488  (44  FR  33392 
through  33396),  AD  79-12-05  of  §  39-13. 
of  part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
as  follows: 

(1)  Delete  the  existing  applicability 
statement  and  in  its  place  add  the 
following  new  applicability  statement: 

Learjet:  Applies  to  the  following  (1)  model 
and  serial  number  airplanes  on  which 
"reduced  approach  speed  system  kit” 
AAK  76-4  has  been  installed  and,  (2) 
model  and  serial  number  24E,  24F,  24F- 
A,  25D  and  25F  airplanes,  certificated  in 
all  categories; 


Models  Serial  Numbers 

24.  24A.  24B.  24B-A .  24-100  through  24-180,  24-181 

through  24-217,  24-219 

through  24-229 

24C.  24D.  240-A .  24-218.  24-230  through  24-328 

24E.  24F.  24F-A.  25.  24-329  through  24-357,  25-003 

25A.  through  25-060,  25-062 

through  25-066 

25B.  25C .  25-061.  25-067  through  25-201, 

25-204,  25-205 

250,  24F .  25-206  through  25-278 


(2)  Reidentify  existing  paragraph  C)  as 
paragraph  D). 

(3)  Add  the  following  new  paragraph 
C). 

(C)  When  Gates  Learjet  Airplane 
Accessory  Kit  Number  AAK  79-lOA 
(including  insertion  of  the  applicable 
Airplane  Flight  Manual  changes  in  FAA 
Approved  Airplane  Flight  Manual)  is 
installed,  paragraphs  A)  7.  through  A)  11.  and 
paragraph  B)  of  this  AD  are  no  longer 
applicable. 

(4)  Delete  the  existing  “NOTE” 
following  existing  paragraph  C)  and  add 
the  following  new  "NOTE”  between 
paragraph  A)  and  B). 

Note. — In  order  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  A)  of  this  AD,  this 
airworthiness  directive,  or  a  duplicate 
thereof,  may  be  used  as  a  temporary 
amendment  to  the  Airplane  Flight  Manual 
and  carried  in  the  aircraft  as  part  of  the 
Airplane  Flight  Manual  until  replaced  by  the 
permanent  revisions  to  the  Airplane  Flight 
Manual  provided  by  the  manufacturer  and 
approved  by  the  FAA. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
November  6, 1979. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C. 
1354(a),  1421  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c)  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  Sec. 
11.89  of  ^e  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Sec.  11.89).) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
signiHcant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 


0 
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A  copy  of  the  final  evaluation  prepared  for 
this  document  is  contained  in  the  docket.  A 
copy  of  it  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to 
William  L  Schroeder.  Aerospace  Engineer. 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Central 
Region,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64106,  Telephone  (816)  374-3146. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri  on 
November  6, 1979. 

Paul ).  Baker, 

Director,  Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc  79-35407  Filed  11-10-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-ASW-37] 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area;  Bowie, 
Texas 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  nature  of  the  action 
being  taken  is  to  alter  the  transition  area 
at  Bowie.  Tex.  The  intended  effect  of  the 
action  is  to  provide  additional 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  a  new  instrument  approach 
procedure  to  the  Bowie  Municipal 
Airport.  The  circumstance  which 
created  the  need  for  the  action  is  the 
establishment  of  a  nondirectional  radio 
beacon  (NDB)  on  the  airport. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  24. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Kenneth  L  Stephenson,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch  (ASW-535],  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101; 
telephone  817-624-4911,  extension  302. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  September  20, 1979,  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (44  FR  54491) 
stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposed  to  alter  the 
Bowie,  Tex.,  transition  area.  Interested 
persons  were  invited  to  participate  in 
this  rule  making  proceeding  by 
submitting  written  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  Comments  were 
received  without  objections.  Except  for 
editorial  changes  this  amendment  is  that 
proposed  in  the  notice. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  71)  alters  the  Bowie,  Tex., 
transition  area.  This  action  provides 
controlled  airspace  from  700  feet  above 


the  ground  for  the  protection  of  aircraft 
executing  established  and  proposed 
instrument  approach  procedures  to  the 
Bowie  Municipal  Airport. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (44  FR  442)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  GMT,  January  24, 1980,  as 
follows. 

In  Subpart  G,  71.181  (44  FR  442),  the 
following  transition  area  is  altered  as 
follows: 

Bowie,  Tex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  fivm  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mile 
radius  of  Bowie  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
33°36'06"N.,  longitude  97*46'30")  and  within  3 
miles  each  side  of  the  351*  bearing  fi-om  the 
NDB  (latitude  33*36'19"N.,  longitude 
97°46'23"W.)  extending  fiom  the  6.5-mile 
radius  area  to  8.5  miles  north  of  the  NDB. 
(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a);  and  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is 
not  significant  under  Executive  Order 
12044,  as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26. 1979).  Since  this 
regulatory  action  involves  and 
established  body  of  technical 
requirements  for  which  frequent  and 
routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current  and 
promote  safe  flight  operations,  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that 
this  action  does  not  warrant  preparation 
of  a  regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  November  2, 
1979. 

F.  E.  Whitfield, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35408  Filed  11-16-79;  8;45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  97 

[Docket  No.  19759;  Arndt.  No.  1151] 

Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures;  Miscellaneous 
Amendments 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  establishes, 
amends,  suspends,  or  revokes  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures 
(SLAPs)  for  operations  at  certain 
airports.  These  regulatory  actions  are 
needed  because  of  the  adoption  of  new 


or  revised  criteria,  or  because  of 
changes  occurring  in  the  National 
Airspace  System,  such  as  the 
commissioning  of  new  navigational 
facilities,  addition  of  new  obstacles,  or 
changes  in  air  traffic  requirements. 

These  changes  are  designed  to  provide 
safe  and  efficient  use  of  the  navigable 
airspace  and  to  promote  safe  flight 
operations  under  instrument  flight  rules 
at  the  affected  airports. 

DATES:  An  effective  date  for  each  SIAP 
is  specified  in  the  amendatory 
provisions. 

ADDRESSES:  Availability  of  matters 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the 
amendment  is  as  follows: 

For  Examination — 

1.  FAA  Rules  Docket,  FAA 
Headquarters  Building,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591; 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  the  affected  airport  is 
located;  or 

3.  The  Flight  Inspection  Field  Office 
which  originated  the  SIAP. 

For  Purchase — 

Individual  SIAP  copies  may  be 
obtained  from: 

1.  FAA  Public  Information  Center 
(APA-430),  FAA  Headquarters  Building. 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  or 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  the  affected  airport  is 
located.. 

By  Subscription — 

Copies  of  all  SIAPs,  mailed  once 
every  2  weeks,  may  be  ordered  from 
Superintendent  of  Doounents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office. 

Washington,  D.C.  20402.  The  annual 
subscription  price  is  $135.00. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gary  W.  Wirt,  Flight  Procedures  and 
Airspace  Branch  (AFO-730),  Aircraft 
Programs  Division,  Office  of  Flight 
Operations,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone  (202)  426-8277. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
amendment  to  Part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  97) 
prescribes  new,  amended,  suspended,  or 
revoked  Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (SIAPs).  The  complete 
regulatory  description  of  each  SIAP  is 
contained  in  official  FAA  form 
documents  which  are  incorporated  by 
reference  in  this  amendment  under  5 
U.S.C.  §  552(a).  1  CFR  Part  51,  and 
§  97.20  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (FARs).  The  applicable  FAA 
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Forms  are  identified  as  FAA  Forms 
8260-3,  8260-4  and  8260^.  Materials 
incorporated  by  reference  are  available 
for  examination  or  purchase  as  stated 
above. 

The  large  number  of  SIAPs,  their 
complex  nature,  and  the  need  for  a 
special  format  make  their  verbatim 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
expensive  and  impractical.  Further, 
airmen  do  not  use  the  regulatory  text  of 
the  SIAPs  but  refer  to  their  graphic 
depiction  on  charts  printed  by 
publishers  of  aeronautical  materials. 
Thus,  the  advantages  of  incorporation 
by.  reference  are  reali2ed  and 
publication  of  the  complete  description 
of  each  SIAP  contained  in  FAA  form 
document  is  unnecessary.  The 
provisions  of  this  amendment  state  the 
affected  CFR  (and  FAR)  sections,  with 
the  types  and  effective  dates  of  the 
SIAPs.  This  amendment  also  identifies 
the  airport,  its  location,  the  procedure 
identification  and  the  amendment 
number. 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  is  effective 
on  the  date  of  publication  and  contains 
separate  SIAPs  which  have  compliance 
dates  stated  as  effective  dates  based  on 
related  changes  in  the  National 
Airspace  System  or  the  application  of 
new  or  revised  criteria.  Some  SIAP 
amendments  may  have  been  previously 
issued  by  the  FAA  in  a  National  Flight 
Data  Center  (FDC)  Notice  to  Airmen 
(NOT AM)  as  an  emergency  action  of 
immediate  flight  safety  relating  directly 
to  published  aeronautical  charts.  The 
circumstances  which  created  the  need 
for  some  SIAP  amendments  may  require 
making  them  effective  in  less  than  30 
days.  For  the  remaining  SIAPs,  an 
effective  date  at  least  30  days  after 
publication  is  provided. 

Further,  the  SIAPs  contained  in  this 
amendment  are  based  on  the  criteria 
contained  in  the  U.S.  Standard  for 
Terminal  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (TERPs).  In  developing  these 
SIAPs,  the  TERPs  criteria  were  applied 
to  the  conditions  existing  or  anticipated 
at  the  affected  airports.  Because  of  the 
close  and  immediate  relationship 
between  these  SIAPs  and  safety  in  air 
commerce,  I  Hnd  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  before  adopting  these  SIAPs 
is  unnecessary,  impracticable,  or 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and, 
where  applicable,  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  some  SIAPs  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me.  Part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  97)  is 
amended  by  establishing,  amending, 
suspending,  or  revoking  Standard 


Instrument  Approach  Procedures, 
effective  at  0901  G.m.t.  on  the  dates 
speciHed,  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  97.23  VOR-VOR/ 
DME  SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  January  24,  1980 

Betties,  AK — Betties,  VOR  Rwy  1,  Amdt.  3 

*  *  *  Effective  December  27, 1979 
Jacksonville,  FL-;Jacksonville  Inti,  VOR  Rwy 

31,  Amdt.  4 

Miami,  FL — Miami  Inti,  VOR  Rwy  30,  Amdt.  2 
New  Port  Richey,  FL — West  Pasco,  VOR-A, 
Amdt.  1 

St.  Petersburg.  FL — ^Albert  Whitted.  VOR 
Rwy  18,  Amdt.  5 

St.  Petersburg-Clearwater,  FL — St. 
Petersburg-Clearwater  IntL  VOR  Rwy  17L, 
Amdt.  10 

Tampa.  FL — Tampa  Inti,  VOR  Rwy  9,  Amdt.  7 
Cedartown,  GA— <lomelius-Moore  Field, 
VOR-A.  Amdt.  9 

Dixon,  IL — Dixon  Muni-Charles  R.  Walgreen 
Field.  VOR-A,  Amdt.  6 
Topeka,  KS — Philip  Billard  Muni,  VOR  Rwy 
22.  Amdt.  17 

Greenville,  KY — Muhlenberg  County,  VOR/ 
DME-A,  Amdt.  1 

Big  Rapids.  MI — Roben-Hood,  VOR/ DME-A. 
Amdt.  3 

Grand  Rapids.  MI — Kent  County  InU,  VOR 
Rwy  18,  Amdt.  3 

Grand  Rapids,  MI — Kent  County  Inti,  VOR 
Rwy  36.  Amdt.  7 

Ely,  NV — Ely  Airport/Yelland  Field/,  VOR- 
A,  Amdt.  4 

Cortland,  NY — Cortland  County — Chase 
Field,  VOR  Rwy  6,  Original 
Cortland,  NY — Cortland  County — Chase 
Field,  VOR/DME  Rwy  24.  Amdt  1 
Livingston,  TN — Livingston  Muni,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  21,  Original 

Morristown,  TN — Moore-Murrell,  VOR  Rwy 
5,  Amdt.  3 

Delta,  UT — Delta  Muni,  VOR/DME  Rwy  16, 
Amdt.  1 

Delta,  UT — Delta  Muni,  VOR  Rwy  34,  Amdt. 

2 

Chesapeake,  VA — Chesapeake  Muni,  VOR/ 
DME  Rwy  4,  Amdt.  1 

*  *  *  Effective  December  13,  1979 
McCook,  NE — McCook  Muni,  VOR  Rwy  12, 

Amdt.  6 

McCook.  NE — McCook  Muni,  VOR  Rwy  30, 
Amdt.  5 

*  *  *  Effective  November  29, 1979 
Houston.  TX— William  P.  Hobby.  VOR/DME 

or  TACAN  Rwy  22,  Amdt.  18 

*  *  *  Effective  October  29, 1979 
Elizabeth  City,  NC — Elizabeth  City  Coast 

Guard  Air  Base/Muni,  VOR  Rwy  1,  Amdt 
5 

Elizabeth  City.  NC — Elizabeth  City  Coast 
Guard  Air  Base/Muni,  VOR  Rwy  19,  Amdt 
4 

2.  By  amending  §  97.25  SDF-LOC- 
LDA  SIAPs  identiHed  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  January  24,  1980 
Betties.  AK — Betties,  LOC/DME  Rwy  1. 

Amdt.  2 


*  *  *  Effective  December  27, 1979 

San  Diego,  CA — Montgomery  Field,  LOC  Rwy 
28R,  Amdt.  1 

Jacksonville,  FL — Jacksonville  Inti,  LOC  BC 
Rwy  31,  Amdt  3 

Tampa.  FL — Tampa  Intl,  LOC  (BC)  Rwy  38R, 
Amdt.  18 

Waukegan,  IL — Waukegan  Memorial,  LOC 
Rwy  23,  Amdt  4 

Valparaiso,  IN — Porter  County  Muni,  LOC 
Rwy  27,  Amdt.  3 

Topeka,  KS — Phillip  Billard  Muni,  LOC  BC 
Rwy  31,  Amdt  16 

Grand  Rapids,  MI — Kent  County  IntL  LOC  BC 
Rwy  8R,  Original,  cancelled 
Amarillo.  TX — Amarillo  International,  LOC 
BC  Rwy  22,  Amdt.  13 

*  *  *  Effective  November  29, 1979 
Richland,  WA — Richland,  LOC  Rwy  19, 

Original 

3,  By  amending  §  97.27  NDB/ADF 
SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  January  24,  1980 
Betties,  AK — Betties,  NDB-A,  Amdt.  7 
Flemingsburg,  KY — Fleming-Mason,  NDB 

Rwy  25,  Amdt  1 

*  *  *  Effective  December  27,  1979 
Oakland,  CA — Metropolitan  Oakland  Intl, 

NDB  Rwy  29,  Amdt.  9 

Miami.  FL — Miami  Intl,  NDB  Rwy  9L,  Amdt. 
15 

Miami,  FL — Miami  Intl,  NDB  Rwy  27L,  Amdt. 
14 

Tampa,  FL — Peter  O.  Knight  NDB  Rwy  3, 
Arndt.  8 

Tampa.  FL — Tampa  Intl,  NDB  Rwy  36L, 

Amdt.  12 

Cairo,  GA — Cairo-Grady  County,  NDB  Rwy 

12,  Original 

Calhoun,  GA — Tom  B.  David  Field.  NDB  Rwy 
35.  Amdt.  1 

Waukegan,  IL — Waukegan  Memorial,  NDB 
Rwy  23.  Amdt  4 

Valparaiso,  IN — Porter  County  Muni,  NDB 
Rwy  27,  Amdt.  3 

lola,  KS — Allen  County,  NDB  Rwy  35, 

Original 

Topeka,  KS — Philip  Billard  Muni,  NDB  Rwy 

13,  Amdt  26  - 

Ulysses.  KS — Ulysses,  NDB  Rwy  12,  Amdt.  1 
Grand  Rapids,  Ml — Kent  County  Intl,  NDB 
Rwy  26L,  Amdt  13 

Oxford,  NC — Henderson-Oxford,  NDB  Rwy  6, 
Original  » 

Winnsboro,  SC — Fairfield  County.  NDB  Rwy 

4,  Original 

Lawrenceburg,  TN — Lawrenceburg  Muni, 
NDB-A.  Amdt  5 

Morristown,  TN — Moore-Murrell.  NDB  Rwy 

5,  Amdt  4 

Amarillo.  TX — Amarillo  International,  NDB 
Rwy  4,  Amdt.  13 

Amarillo,  TX — Tradewind,  NDB-A  Amdt.  li 
Castroville,  TX — CastroviUe  Muni,  NDB  Rwy 
33,  Original 

Presidio,  TX — Presidio  Lely  Intl,  NDB-A. 
Original 

Spokane,  WA — Spokane  Intl,  NDB  Rwy  21, 
Amdt.  14 

*  *  *  Effective  November  29, 1979 

Flora,  IL — Flora  Muni,  NDB  Rwy  21,  Original 
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Pittsburgh,  PA — Greater  Pittsburgh  Inti.,  NDB 
Rwy  lOL,  Arndt.  9 

Richland,  WA — Richland,  NDB  Rwy  19, 
Original 

*  *  *  Effective  October  29,  1979 
Elizabeth  City,  NC — Elizabeth  City  Coast 

Guard  Air  Base/Muni,  NDB-A,  Amdt.  5 
Note. — The  FAA  published  an  Amendment 
in  Docket  No.  19635,  Amdt.  No.  1149  to  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (Vol. 
44  FR  No.  205  page  60725;  dated  October  22, 
1979)  under  section  97.27  effective  November 
29, 1979,  which  is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 
Newport,  VT — Newport  State,  NDB  Rwy  23, 
Amdt.  5  cancellation  is  rescinded.  Newport, 
VT — Newport  State.  NDB  Rwy  23,  Amdt.  5 
remains  in  effect. 

4.  By  amending  §  97.29  ILS-MLS 
SlAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  December  27, 1979 

Santa  Rosa,  CA — Sonoma  County,  ILS  Rwy 
32,  Amdt.  7 

Miami,  FL — ^Miami  Inti.,  ILS  Rwy  SL,  Amdt.  24 
Miami.  FL — Miami  Inti.,  ILS  Rwy  27L.  Amdt. 
19 

Miami,  FL — Miami  Inti.,  ILS  Rwy  27R,  Amdt. 

9 

Tampa,  FL — ^Tampa  Inti.,  ILS  Rwy  36L,  Amdt. 
9 

Kahului,  HI — Kahului,  ILS  Rwy  2,  Amdt.  14 
Topeka,  KS — ^Philip  Billard  Muni,  ILS  Rwy  13, 
Amdt.  27 

Grand  Rapids,  MI — Kent  County  Inti.,  ILS 
Rwy  8R,  Original 

Grand  Rapids,  Ml — Kent  County  Inti.,  ILS 
Rwy  26L,  Amdt.  14 

Raleigh,  NC — Raleigh-Durham,  ILS  Rwy  5, 
Amdt.  21 

Crossville,  TN — Crossville  Memorial,  ILS 
Rwy  25,  Amdt.  4 

Amarillo,  TX — Amarillo  International,  ILS 
Rwy  4,  Amdt.  17 

Corpus  Christi,  TX — Corpus  Christ!  Inti.,  ILS 
Rwy  35,  Amdt.  3 

Charlotte  Amalie,  St.  Thomas,  Vl — ^Harry  S. 

Truman,  ILS  Rwy  9,  Amdt.  3 
Spokane.  WA — Spokane  Inti.,  ILS  Rwy  21, 
Amdt.  18 

Green  Bay,  WI — Austin-Straubel  Field,  ILS 
Rwy  36,  Original 

*  *  *  Effective  November  29, 1979 
Dayton,  OH — James  M.  Cox  Dayton 

International,  ILS  Rwy  24R,  Amdt.  1 
Pittsburgh,  PA — Greater  Pittsburgh  Inti.,  ILS 
Rwy  lOL,  Amdt.  19 

Pittsburgh,  PA — Greater  Pittsburgh  Inti.,  ILS 
Rwy  28L,  Original 

Rhinelander,  WI — Rhinelander-Oneida 
County,  ILS  Rwy  9,  Original 

*  *  *  Effective  October  31, 1979 
Winona,  MN — Winona  Municipal-Max 

Conrad  Field,  MLS  Rwy  29  (Interim],  Amdt. 
1,  cancelled 

5.  By  amending  §  97.31  RADAR  SIAPs 
identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  December  27, 1979 
Birmingham,  AL — Birmingham  Muni, 

RADAR-1,  Amdt.  14 
Grand  Rapids,  MI — Kent  County  Inti., 
RADAR-1,  Amdt.  4 


Amarillo,  TX — Amarillo  International, 
RADAR-1,  Amdt.  11 
Corpus  Christi,  TX — Corpus  Christi  Inti., 
RADAR-1,  Amdt.  6 

Salt  Lake  City,  UT — Salt  Lake  City  Muni  #2, 
RADAR-2,  Original 

•  •  *  Effective  November  29,  1979 
Dayton,  OH — ^James  M.  Cox  Dayton 

International,  RADAR-1,  Amdt.  2 

6.  By  amending  §  97.33  RNAV  SIAPs 
identihed  as  follows: 

•  *  •  Effective  December  27, 1979 
Topeka,  KS— Philip  Billard  Muni,  RNAV  Rwy 

17,  Amdt.  4 

New  Braunfels,  TX — New  Braunfels  Muni. 

RNAV  Rwy  13,  Original 
New  Braunfels,  TX — ^New  Braunfels  Muni, 
RNAV  Rwy  31,  Original 

•  *  *  Effective  December  13, 1979 
McCook,  NE — ^McCook  Muni,  RNAV  Rwy  12, 

Amdt.  1 

(Secs.  307,  313(a),  601,  and  1110,  Federal 
AviaUon  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  §$  1348, 
1354(a),  1421,  and  1510);  Sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  S  1655(c)); 
and  14  CFR  11.49(b)(3)] 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  imder  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  November  9, 
1979. 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief,  Aircraft  Programs  Division. 

Note. — ^The  incorporation  by  reference  in 
the  preceding  document  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  May  12, 
1969. 

[FR  Doc  7S-3S485  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-13-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Part  272 
[Docket  No.  RM79-44] 

Interim  Rules  Involving  High-Cost 
Natural  Gas;  Public  Hearings 

November  14, 1979. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  Public  Hearing. 

summary:  On  October  24, 1979,  the 
Commission  issued  interim  rules 
involving  high-cost  natural  gas 
described  in  section  107(c)  (1).  (2),  (3), 
and  (4)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act 


(NGPA)  in  Docket  No.  RM7&-44  (44  FR 
61950,  October  29, 1979).  In  that  rule  the 
Commission  stated  that  it  intended  to 
hold  public  hearings  on  the  interim  rule. 
That  hearing  will  be  held  at  10:00  a.m. 
on  Tuesday,  December  4, 1979,  at  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

dates:  The  hearing  will  be  held  on 
December  4, 1979.  Requests  to 
participate  should  be  received  no  later 
than  November  27, 1979. 
address:  Requests  to  participate  should 
be  directed  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE..  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  Requests  should  reference 
Docket  No.  RM79-44  and  should 
indicate  the  amount  of  time  required  for 
the  oral  presentation  and  telephone 
number  at  which  the  person  making  the 
presentation  can  be  reached.  The 
hearing  will  be  held  at  the  same  location 
as  stated  above. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Teresa  Ponder,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission.  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  (202)  357- 
8151. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
502(b)  of  the  NGPA  requires,  to  the 
maximum  extent  practicable,  an 
opportunity  for  the  oral  presentation  of 
data,  views,  and  arguments  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  any  order  (with  certain 
exceptions)  issued  under  the  NGPA.  In 
order  to  comply  with  this  requirement,  a 
public  hearing  on  the  interim  rules  for 
high-cost  natural  gas  described  in 
section  107(c)  (1),  (2),  (3),  and  (4)  of  the 
NGPA  will  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  Tuesday,  December  4, 1979.  The 
hearing  will  be  held  at  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  will  begin  at  10:00  a.m.  The 
room  will  be  announced  on  the  day  of 
the  hearing. 

Persons  participating  in  the  public 
hearing  should,  if  possible,  bring  50 
copies  of  their  testimony  to  the  hearing. 
A  list  of  the  participants  in  the  hearing 
will  be  available  in  the  Commission’s 
OfHce  of  Public  Information  three  days 
before  the  hearing  and  will  be  available 
at  the  Commission  on  the  morning  of  the 
hearing. 

The  hearing  will  not  be  a  judicial  or 
evidentiary-type  hearing,  and  there  will 
be  no  cross-examination  of  persons 
presenting  statements.  However,  staff 
may  question  such  persons  and  any 
interested  person  may  submit  questions 
to  the  presiding  offfeer  to  be  asked  of 
persons  making  statements.  The 
presiding  offfeer  will  determine  whether 
the  question  is  relevant  and  whether  the 
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time  limitations  permit  it  to  be 
presented.  Any  further  procedural  rules 
will  be  announced  by  the  presiding 
officer  at  the  hearing.  A  transcript  of  the 
hearing  will  be  available  in  the  public 
file  for  this  proceeding.  Docket  No. 
RM79-44,  in  the  Commission's  Office  of 
Public  Information. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35026  File  11-10-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  MSfr-OI-M 


Federal  Highway  Administration 

23  CFR  Part  770 
[FHWA  Docket  No.  79-25] 

Air  Quality  Guidelines  for  Use  in 
Federal-Aid  Highway  Programs; 

Interim  Conformity  Procedures 

agency:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 
action:  Interim  final  rule  and  request 
for  comments. 

summary:  The  Department  of 
Transportation  (DOT)  is  consulting  with 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  to  develop  procedures  to 
implement  the  provisions  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  Amendments  of  1977  (CAAA) 
that  are  applicable  to  Federal-aid 
highway  programs.  Section  176(c)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  (42  U.S.C.  7506(c)),  added 
by  section  129(b)  of  the  CAAA.  provides 
that  no  Federal  agency  may  engage  in^or 
approve  any  activity  which  does  not 
conform  to  an  approved  State 
implementation  plan  (SIP)  for  the 
attainment  of  air  quality.  This  issuance 
provides  that  the  consistency 
procedures  in  23  CFR  Part  770  will  be 
interpreted  as  satisfying  the  conformity 
requirement  of  section  176(c)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  pending  the  issuance  of 
final  conformity  procedures. 

DATES:  This  amendment  is  effective 
November  19, 1979.  Comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  January  18, 1979. 
ADDRESS:  Anyone  wishing  to  submit 
written  comments  may  do  so.  Comments 
should  be  sent,  preferably  in  triplicate, 
to  FHWA  Docket  No.  79-25,  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  Room  4205, 
HCC-10,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  All  comments 
and  suggestions  received  will  be 
available  for  examination  at  the  above 
address  between  7:45  a.m.  and  4:15  p.m. 
ET,  Monday  through  Friday.  Those 
desiring  notification  of  receipt  of 
comments  must  include  a  self-addressed 
stamped  postcard. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Harter  Rupert,  Environmental 


Quality  Division,  202-426-4836,  or  Mr. 
Reid  Alsop,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel, 
202-428-0800;  Federal  Highway 
Administration,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  of  1977 
constituted  a  comprehensive  revision  of 
much  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  They 
required  that  revised  SIP’s  for  the 
attainment  of  air  quality  be  prepared  for 
all  "nonattainment”  areas.  New  section 
176(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
7506  (c))  provides  that  "[n]o  department 
agency,  or  instrumentality  of  the  Federal 
Government  shall  (1)  engage  in,  (2) 
support  in  any  way  or  provide  financial 
assistance  for,  (3)  license  or  permit  or 
(4)  approve  any  activity  which  does  not 
conform  to  a  plan  after  it  has  been 
approved  or  promulgated  under  section 
110,”  and  that  “[n]o  metropolitan 
planning  organization  .  .  .  shall  give  its 
approval  to  any  project,  program,  or 
plan  which  does  not  conform  to  a  plan 
approved  or  promulgated  under  section 
110.” 

The  FHWA  is  already  operating  under 
similar  requirements  that  were 
established  pursuant  to  23  U.S.C.  109(j). 
Section  109(j)  directs  FHWA  to  assure 
that  Federal  and  federally  assisted 
highway  projects  are  consistent  with 
any  approved  SIP.  Regulations 
implementing  23  U.S.C.  109(j)  are 
contained  in  23  CFR  Part  770  and 
provide  detailed  procedures  designed  to 
assure  that  the  planning,  location,  and 
construction  of  highway  improvements 
are  consistent  with  approved  SIP’s. 

The  DOT  is  consulting  with  EPA  to 
develop  procedures  for  implementing 
section  176(c)  and  other  applicable 
provisions  of  the  CAAA.  Revisions  to 
the  FHWA’s  air  quality  guidelines  (Part 
770)  will  be  required  as  a  result  of  these 
procedures  and  will  be  the  subject  of  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

The  FHWA  has  been  advised  that  the 
SIP’s  from  45  States  need  to  be  revised 
in  order  to  comply  with  various 
provisions  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended.  Forty-four  SIP’s  have  been 
revised  and  submitted  to  EPA.  The  EPA 
has  completed  its  review  of 
approximately  33  revised  SIP’s  and 
published  its  conclusions  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  public  comment.  It  is 
anticipated  that  most  of  these  revised 
SIFs  will  receive  either  full  or 
conditional  approval  in  the  near  future 
(see  44  FR  37679,  June  28, 1979). 

Although  proposed  revisions  to  FHWA’s 
air  quality  guidelines  may  be  issued  for 
notice  and  comment  prior  to  that  date,  it 
is  not  anticipated  that  Hnal  conformity 
procedures  will  be  issued  for  some  time. 


The  FHWA  has  determined  that 
conformity  procedures  should  be  in 
effect  at  the  time  the  revised  SIP’s  are 
approved  by  EPA  in  order  to  avoid 
unnecessary  and  costly  delays  in  the 
processing  of  Federal-aid  highway 
projects.  Accordingly,  FHWA  intends  to 
utilize  its  current  consistency 
procedures  in  Part  770  to  satisfy  the 
conformity  requirement  of  section 
176(c). 

These  interim  conformity  procedures 
are  intended  to  apply  only  until  more 
comprehensive  revisions  to  Part  770 
have  been  developed  in  conjunction 
with  EPA,  published  fqr  notice  and 
comment,  and  issued  in  final  form. 
Because  revised  SIP’s  may  be  approved 
at  any  time  by  EPA,  the  authority  to  use 
,the  existing  consistency  procedures  for 
the  section  176(c)  requirement  is  being 
issued  without  a  30-day  delay  in 
effective  date. 

The  only  alternative  to  issuance  of 
these  interim  procedures  would  be  to  do 
nothing  now  and  await  development  of 
a  ffnal  rule  containing  comprehensive 
revisions  to  existing  regulations.  Faced 
with  this  limited  choice  and  in  light  of 
the  delay  anticipated  in  issuance  of  a 
final  rule,  the  FHWA  has  determined 
that  publication  of  the  interim  procedure 
for  notice  and  comment  could  not 
reasonably  be  anticipated  to  result  in 
the  receipt  of  useful  information. 
Although  the  agency  sees  no  meaningful 
opportunity  for  public  comment,  those 
who  disagree  with  this  view  or  wish  to 
comment  on  the  action  taken  herein  are 
invited  to  submit  their  views  to  the 
public  docket  as  soon  as  possible.  All 
comments  must  be  received  within  60 
days  from  the  date  this  document 
appears  in  the  Federal  Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
770  of  Chapter  I,  Title  23,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  The  table  of  sections  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  section  to  read: 

Sec. 

770.207  Interim  conformity  procedures. 

2.  Section  770.207  is  added  to  the  body 
of  the  regulation  to  read  as  follows: 

§  770.207  Interim  conformity  procedures. 

The  procedures  described  in 
§§  770.204  through  770.206  shall  be 
followed  to  assure  that  Federal-aid 
highway  programs  and  projects  conform 
to  State  implementation  plans  (pursuant 
to  Section  176(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1977). 

Note. — ^The  Federal  Highway 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
document  contains  interim  procedures  which 
relate  to  a  signiHcant  proposal  to  be  issued 
according  to  the  criteria  established  by  the 
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Department  of  Transportation  pursuant  to  EO 
12044.  A  regulatory  evaluation  is  available 
for  inspection  in  the  public  docket  and  may 
be  obtained  by  contacting  Mr.  Harter  Rupert 
of  the  program  office  at  the  address  specified 
above. 

(42  U.S.C.  7401  et  seq;  23  U.S.C.  315;  49  CFR 
1.48(b)) 

Issued  on:  November  8, 1979. 

Karl  S.  Bowers, 

Federal  Highway  Administrator. 

(FK  Doc  7S-35S19  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  em] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4910-22-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Assistant  Secretar)  for 
Neighborhoods,  Voluntary 
Associations  and  Consumer 
Protection 

24  CFR  Part  3280 

[Docket  No.  R-79-641] 

Mobile  Home  Construction  and  Safety 
Standards:  Frame  Construction  and 
Prevention  of  Storage  Near  Heat- 
Producing  Appliances 

agency:  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development.  HUD. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  ffnal  rule  amends  24 
CFR  Part  3280,  Mobile  Home 
Construction  and  Safety  Standards,  to 
set  requirements  dealing  w'ith:  (1)  The 
removal  of  weld  slag  or  flux  from 
welded  connections  of  mobile  home 
frames;  and  (2)  prevention  of  storage  in 
areas  around  heat-producing  appliances. 
The  amendments  are  needed  to 
eliminate  unnecessary  weld  slag 
removal  requirements  which  increase 
the  costs  of  mobile  home  construction 
and  to  reduce  the  potential  for  fire 
hazards  near  heat-producing  appliances. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  19, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  A.  Mendlen,  Director, 

Standards  Division,  Office  of  Mobile 
Home  Standards,  Office  of 
Neighborhoods,  Voluntary  Associations 
and  Consumer  Protection,  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development, 
Room  4224,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20410.  Telephone  (202) 
426-1872  (this  is  not  a  toll  free  number). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Department  published  separate  interim 
rules — ^Frame  Construction  on  Jime  15, 
1978  (43  FR  25964]  and  Prevention  of 
Storage  Near  Heat-Producing 
Appliances  on  August  7, 1978  (43  FR 
35265)  in  order  to  eliminate  unnecessary 
weld  slag  removal  requirements  and  to 
clarify  requirements  relating  to  the 


prevention  of  storage  in  areas 
surrounding  heat-producing  appliances. 
These  amendments,  when  published  as 
interim  rules,  were  cited  as  24  CFR 
280.350,  Structural  Design  Requirements, 
and  280.709(e),  Installation  of 
Appliances.  On  April  6. 1979  (44  FR 
20674),  the  Department  redesignated 
Part  280,  Mobile  Home  Construction  and 
Safety  Standards,  as  Part  3280,  Mobile 
Home  Construction  and  Safety 
Standards. 

Frame  Construction 

The  Department  received  several 
comments,  one  of  which  did  not  deal 
with  the  subject  matter  of  the  interim 
rule.  Some  commentators  felt  that  there 
was  no  need  to  remove  slag  or  foreign 
matter  from  any  welded  joint.  While  the 
Department  accepts  the  argument  that 
the  cost  of  removing  the  slag  from  all 
welds  is  not  justified,  there  are  welds 
which  are  critical  for  transporting  the 
mobile  home  and  essential  for  long  term 
durability.  Therefore,  the  Department 
has  retained  the  requirement  to  remove 
slag  and  flux  on  specified  welds  to 
assure  inspection  of  those  welds  and  for 
prevention  of  corrosion.  The  welds  the 
Department  considers  to  be  critical  are 
specifled  in  the  rule.  These  are  critical 
because  serious  damage  to  the  mobile 
home  could  result  should  they  fail. 

The  interim  rule  indicated  that  metal 
frames  could  be  protected  against 
corrosion  by  painting  and  specified  two 
types  of  paint  which  could  be  utilized 
for  that  purpose.  Five  of  the  comments 
stated  that  to  apply  either  type  of  paint 
would  require  mobile  home 
manufacturers  to  install  costly  paint 
facilities  to  comply  with  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration 
(OSHA)  regulations  because  of  the 
volatile  and  toxic  nature  of  the  paints 
specified  by  the  rule. 

The  interim  rule  permitted  paints 
other  than  asphaltic  base  or  zinc 
chromate  to  be  used  to  protect  metal 
frames  if  those  paints  offered  equivalent 
levels  of  protection  against  corrosion. 
Two  commentators  were  correct  in 
pointing  out  that  there  is  no  performance 
standard  or  test  procedure  to  determine 
equivalency  for  certiflcation  of  other 
tj^es  of  paint,  including  those  non- 
hazardous  type  paints  presently  utilized 
by  mobile  home  manufacturers.  The 
Department  recognizes  that  non- 
hazardous  paints  have  previously  been 
utilized  by  mobile  home  manufacturers 
to  protect  metal  frames  against 
corrosion.  Therefore,  until  such  time  as 
valid  criteria  for  evaluation  of  paints 
utilized  to  protect  mobile  home  frames 
from  corrosion  can  be  established,  the 
Department  has  eliminated  the 


requirement  that  particular  types  of 
paint  must  be  used. 

Prevention  of  Storage  Near  Heat- 
Produdng  Appliances 

Three  comments  were  received  in 
response  to  this  interim  rule  published 
on  August  7. 1978  (43  FR  35265). 

The  interim  rule  concerning  storage 
prevention  permitted  a  warning  label  to 
be  used  in  place  of  installing  guards  or 
barriers.  Two  of  the  conunents 
supported  the  use  of  the  warning  label 
alone  as  a  means  of  effectively 
informing  consumers  of  the  hazard  of 
storing  combustibles  near  heat- 
producing  appliances.  One  of  those 
comments  indicated  that  the  type  of 
label  specifled  by  the  rule  was 
unnecessarily  restrictive. 

Another  comment  stated  that  the  rule 
should  require  manufacturers  to  provide 
both  a  barrier  and  a  warning  label.  The 
comment  made  the  argument  that 
manufacturers'  claims  that  consumers 
would  not  re-install  the  barrier  or  guard 
after  maintenance  of  an  appliance  is  not 
supported  by  any  evidence.  Further,  that 
comment  also  claimed  that  the  interim 
rule  increased  the  potential  for  a  serious 
safety  hazard. 

After  review  of  the  comments,  the 
Department  has  decided  to  publish  the 
rule  as  flnal  without  any  changes  from 
the  interim  rule.  The  Department  has 
concluded  that:  (1)  A  warning  label  is 
adequate  to  warn  consumers  not  to 
store  combustible  materials  near  heat- 
producing  appliances;  (2)  the  durability 
of  a  plastic  laminate  or  equivalent  label 
is  necessary  to  assure  that  the  label 
remains  attached  and  legible  throughout 
the  useful  life  of  the  mobile  home.  The 
question  of  the  continued  acceptability 
of  a  guard  or  barrier  by  itself  without  a 
warning  label  to  prevent  storage,  as  now 
permitted,  will  be  considered  in  future 
rulemaking  by  the  Department. 

A  Finding  of  Inapplicability  of  Section 
102(2)(C]  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  was  made  in 
accordance  with  “Procedures  for 
Protection  and  Enhancement  of 
Environmental  Quality”  for  each  of  the 
interim  rules  and  remains  applicable  to 
these  flnal  rules.  They  are  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  Office  of  the 
Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Room  5218, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development.  451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20410,  during  normal 
business  hours. 

Accordingly.  24  CFR  Part  3280  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  adding  a  new  paragraph  (i)  to 
§  3280.305,  to  read  as  follows: 
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§  3280.305  Structural  design 
requirements. 

*  *  *  «  * 

(i)  Frame  construction.  The  frame 
shall  be  capable  of  transmitting  all 
design  loads  to  stabilizing  devices 
without  exceeding  the  allowable  load 
and  deflections  of  this  section.  The 
frame  shall  also  be  capable  of 
withstanding  the  effects  of 
transportation  shock  and  vibration 
without  degradation  as  required  by 
Subpart  J. 

(1)  Welded  connections,  (i)  All  welds 
shall  be  made  in  accordance  with  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Manual  of 
Steel  Construction  as  published  by  the 
AISC-1973,  the  specification  for  the 
design  of  cold-formed  steel  structural 
members  as  published  by  the  AISI-1968, 
and  the  specification  for  the  design  of 
light  gage  cold-formed  stainless  steel 
structural  members  as  published  by  the 
AISI-1972. 

(ii)  Regardless  of  the  provisions  of  any 
reference  standard  contained  in  this 
subpart,  deposits  of  weld  slag  or  flux 
shall  be  required  to  be  removed  only 
from  welded  joints  at  the  following 
locations: 

(A)  Drawbar  and  coupling 
mechanisms; 

(B)  Main  member  splices,  and 

(C)  Spring  hanger  to  main  member 
connections. 

(2)  Protection  of  metal  frames  against 
corrosion.  Metal  frames  shall  be  made 
corrosion  resistant  or  protected  against 
corrosion.  Metal  frames  mayjbe 
protected  against  corrosion  by  painting. 

2.  By  revising  paragraph  (c)  of 
§  3280.709  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3280.709  Installation  of  appliances. 
***** 

(c)  Clearances  surrounding  heat 
producing  appliances  shall  not  be  less 
than  the  clearances  specified  in  the 
terms  of  their  listings. 

(1)  Prevention  of  storage.  The  area 
surrounding  heat  producing  appliances 
installed  in  areas  with  interior  or 
exterior  access  shall  be  framed-in  or 
guarded  with  noncombustible  material 
such  that  the  distance  from  the 
appliance  to  the  framing  or  guarding 
material  is  not  greater  than  three  inches 
unless  the  appliance  is  installed  in 
compliance  with  paragraph  (c](2],  of  this 
section.  When  clearance  required  by  the 
listing  is  greater  than  three  inches,  the 
guard  or  frame  shall  not  be  closer  to  the 
appliance  than  the  distance  provided  in 
the  listing. 

(2)  Clearance  spaces  surrounding  heat 
producing  appliances  are  not  required  to 
be  framed-in  or  guarded  when: 

(i)  A  space  is  designed  specifically  for 
a  clothes  washer  or  dryer; 


(ii)  Dimensions  surrounding  the 
appliance  do  not  exceed  three  inches;  or 

(iii)  The  manufactrirer  affixes  either  to 
a  side  of  an  alcove  or  compartment 
containing  the  appliance,  or  to  the 
appliance  itself,  in  a  clearly  visible 
location,  a  3"x5"  adhesive  backed 
plastic  laminated  label  or  the  equivalent 
which  reads  as  follows: 

“Warning" 

This  compartment  is  not  to  be  used  as  a 
storage  area.  Storage  of  combustible 
materials  or  containers  on  or  near  any 
appliance  in  this  compartment  may  create  a 
fire  hazard.  Do  not  store  such  materials  or 
containers  in  this  compartment. 
***** 

(Secs.  604,  625,  National  Mobile  Home 
Construction  and  Safety  Standards  Act  of 
1974,  (42  U.S.C.  5403  and  5424);  and  sec.  7(d). 
department  of  HUD  Act,  (42  U.S.C.  3535(d))) 
Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  November  9, 
1979. 

Geno  C.  Baroni, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Neighborhoods. 
Voluntary  Associations  and  Consumer 
Protection. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35569  Filed  11-16-79;  S:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  421<M)1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reciamation 
and  Enforcement 

30  CFR  Part  788 

Surface  Coal  Mining  and  Reciamation 
Operations,  Permanent  Reguiatory 
Program;  Corrections 

agency:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C. 

action:  Corrections. 

summary:  This  document  corrects  the 
Regulations  to  the  Permanent 
Regulatory  Program  that  begin  on  page 
15312  of  Volume  44  of  the  Federal 
Register  of  Tuesday,  March  13, 1979, 

Part  II,  Book  3  of  3. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  19, 1979. 
ADDRESS:  Director,  Office  of  Surface 
Mining  Reclamation  and  Enforcement, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carl  C.  Close.  Assistant  Director  for 
State  and  Federal  Programs,  Office  of 
Surface  Mining.  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240,  (202) 
343-4225. 

The  following  corrections  of 
nonsubstantive  errors  are  made: 

On  page  15354,  §  778.16(b),  column  2,  line  2, 
"applicant”  is  corrected  to  read 
“application". 


On  page  15383,  S  788.12(b)(2),  column  3, 
line  12  is  corrected  to  read  "782,  783,  784,  or 
785  or  in  the  condi-". 

On  page  15384,  §  788.14(b)(2),  column  1. 
line  12  is  corrected  to  read  “783,  784,  786,  787, 
788,  and  applicable  portions  of  785,” 

Dated:  November  9, 1979. 

Walter  N.  Heine, 

Director,  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35534  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-0S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  117 
(CGD  78-172] 

Drawbridge  Operation  Regulations; 
Halifax  River,  Fia. 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  final  rule. 

summary:  At  the  request  of  the  Public 
Affairs  Council  of  the  Daytona  Beach 
Area  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  Coast 
Guard  is  revising  the  regulations  for  the 
Seabreeze  and  Memorial  bridges  across 
the  Halifax  River  (AIWW),  miles  829.1 
and  830.6  respectively,  to  allow  periods 
during  peak  vehicular  traffic  when  the 
draws  need  not  open.  This  action  should 
relieve  vehicular  traffic  during  the 
morning  and  evening  rush  hours  while 
still  providing  for  the  reasonable  needs 
of  navigation. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  December  24, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr.,  Ghief,  Drawbridge 
Regulations  Branch  (G-WBR/73),  Room 
7300,  Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590(202-42&-0942). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
February,  8  1979,  the  Coast  Guard 
published  a  proposed  rule  (44  FR  7981) 
concerning  this  amendment.  The 
Commander,  Seventh  Coast  Guard 
District,  also  published  these  proposals 
as  a  Public  Notice  dated  February  9, 
1979.  Interested  persons  were  given  until 
March  12. 1979  to  submit  comments. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  rule  are;  Frank  L.  Teuton,  )r. 
Project  Manager,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems,  and  Coleman 
Sachs,  Project  Attorney,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

Fourteen  comments  were  received. 

Ten  supported  the  proposal  or  had  no 
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objection.  Three  opposed  its  adoption 
on  the  grounds  that  further  restrictions 
were  not  needed  or  that  the  restrictions 
were  not  restrictive  enough.  The  Coast 
Guard  considered  these  objections, 
however,  it  is  felt  that  these  regulations 
as  proposed  will  provide  for  the 
reasonable  needs  of  navigation  while 
adequately  providing  for  vehicular 
traffic.  The  remaining  comment 
suggested  changes  in  the  opening 
periods  be  made.  This  suggestion  was 
considered  but  was  rejected  as  being 
too  restrictive  for  navigation. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
117  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  revising 
§  117.433  to  read  as  follows; 

§  1 17.433  Halifax  River,  AiWW,  Volusia 
County,  FL 

The  draws  of  each  bridge  from 
Ormond  Beach  through  Port  Orange 
shall  open  on  signal  except  that: 

(a)  Ormond  Beach,  Halifax  River, 
AIWW,  mile  824.9,  Granada  Avenue 
bridge,  Ormond  Beach,  FL.  From  7:30 
a  m.  to  8:30  a.m.  and  from  4:30  p.m.  to 
5:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Saturday,  the 
draw  may  remain  closed  to  the  passage 
of  vessels.  However,  the  draw  shall 
open  at  8:00  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  to  pass 
any  accumulated  vessels.  The  draw 
shall  open  on  signal  on  Federal  and 
Florida  State  holidays. 

(b)  Seabreeze.  Halifax  River,  AIWW, 
mile  829.1,  Seabreeze  bridge,  Seabreeze 
Boulevard,  Daytona  Beach,  FL.  From 
7:30  a.m.  to  8:30  a.m.  and  from  4:30  p.m. 
to  5:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Saturday, 
the  draw  may  remain  closed  to  the 
passage  of  vessels.  However,  the  draw 
shall  open  at  8:00  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  to 
pass  any  accumulated  vessels.  The  draw 
shall  open  on  signal  on  Federal  and 
Florida  State  holidays. 

(c)  Memorial,  Halifax  River,  AIWW, 
mile  830.6,  Memorial  bridge.  Orange 
Avenue  to  Silver  Beach  Street  Daytona 
Beach,  FL  From  7:45  a.m.  to  8:45  a.m. 
and  4:45  p.m.  to  5:45  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Saturday,  the  draw  may  remain 
closed  to  the  passage  of  vessels. 
However,  the  draw  shall  open  at  8:15 
a.m.  and  5:15  p.m.  to  pass  any 
accumulated  vessels.  The  draw  shall 
open  on  signal  on  Federal  and  Florida 
State  holidays. 

(d)  Port  Orange,  Halifax  River, 

AIWW,  mile  835.5,  Port  Orange  bridge. 
State  Road  A-l-A  (Dunlawton  Avenue), 
Port  Orange  FL  From  7:30  a.m.  to  8:30 
a.m.  and  from  4:30  p.m.  to  5:30  p.m., 
Monday  through  Saturday,  the  draw 
may  remain  closed  to  the  passage  of 
vessels.  However,  the  draw  shall  open 
at  8:00  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  to  pass  any 
accumulated  vessels.  The  draw  shall 


open  on  signal  on  Federal  and  Florida 
State  holidays. 

(e)  The  opening  signal  for  each  bridge 
is  three  blasts  of  a  whistle,  horn,  or 
other  sound-producing  device  or  by 
shouting. 

(f)  Public  vessels  of  the  United  States, 
tugs  with  tows,  and  vessels  in  distress 
shall  be  passed  at  any  time.  The  opening 
signal  from  these  vessels  is  four  blasts 
of  a  whistle,  horn,  or  other  sound- 
producing  device  or  by  shouting. 

(g)  During  periods  when  storm  signals 
are  displayed  in  the  Daytona  Beach 
area,  the  draws  shall  open  on  signal. 
Storm  signals  are  displayed  upon 
notification  by  the  National  Weather 
Service  that  winds  of  up  to  33  knots  or 
more  and/or  sea  conditions  considered 
dangerous  to  small  craft  are  expected. 

(h)  The  owners  of  or  agencies 
controlling  these  bridges  shall  post  signs 
on  both  the  upstream  and  downstream 
sides  of  the  bridges  or  adjacent  to  the 
bridges,  that  can  be  easily  read  at  any 
time  from  an  approaching  vessel,  stating 
the  provisions  of  the  regulations  in  this 
section  as  they  apply  to  each  bridge. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g](2], 
80  StaL  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C. 

1655(g)(2):  49  CFR  1.46(c)(5).) 

Dated:  November  13, 1979. 

W.  E.  Caldwell, 

Rear  Admiral  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Chief,  Office 
of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems. 

[FR  Doc.  70-35522  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  256 

(FRL  1360-7) 

Guidelines  for  Development  and 
Implementation  of  State  Solid  Waste 
Management  Plans;  Correction 

agency:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Correction  to  final  rule. 

summary:  On  July  31, 1979,  EPA  issued 
a  final  rule  (44  FR  45066)  under  Sections 
4002(b)  and  4003  of  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act.  The 
following  corrections  should  be  made  to 
that  rule. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Susan  Absher,  Office  of  Solid 
Waste  (WH-564),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460:  telephone  202-755-9145. 

Corrections 

In  FR  Doc.  79-23471  make  the 
following  changes; 


Page  Column  Correction 

45070 .  3  In  line  29,  change  “legal 

authority''  to 
“regulatory  powers”. 

45086 . .  1  Undar|256.e4(c).  the 

citation  “S  2Se.22(a)'' 
should  t>e  changed  to 
“1 256.23(a)''. 


Dated:  November  13, 1979. 

Steffen  W.  Plehn, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Solid 
Waste. 

(FR  Ooc.  79-35564  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  6S6O-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5685 

[New  Mexico  32965] 

New  Mexico;  Revocation  of  Public 
Land  Order  No.  4520 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  revokes  a 
withdrawal  which  withdrew  public 
lands  for  use  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Forest  Service,  for  the 
protection  of  public  use  values  and  as  a 
recreation  site.  Upon  promulgation  of 
this  order,  the  lands  will  be  disposed  of 
to  the  New  Mexico  State  Park  and 
Recreation  Commission. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  19, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Louis  B.  Bellesi,  202-343-8731. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
section  204  of  the  Act  of  October  21, 
1976,  90  Stat.  2751,  43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  4520  of 
August  29, 1968,  which  withdrew  the 
following  described  public  lands  for  use 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  Forest 
Service,  for  protection  of  public  use 
values  and  as  a  recreation  site  is  hereby 
revoked  in  its  entirety: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
T.  18  S.,  R.  10  E.. 

Sec.  16.  S%NEy4NEy4.  Ny2SEy4NEy4, 
SEy4NWy4NEy4.  and  NEy4SWy4NEy4. 

The  area  described  contains  60  acres 
in  Otero  County. 

2.  This  revocation  is  in  furtherance  of 
the  disposal  of  the  above  described 
lands  pursuant  to  application  NM-13135 
filed  by  the  New  Mexico  State  Park  and 
Recreation  Commission  under  the 
Recreation  and  Public  Purposes  Act  of 
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June  14, 1926,  as  amended,  43  U.S.C.  869; 
869-4. 

Guy  R.  Martin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

November  8, 1979. 

|FR  Doc.  79-3Seie  Filed  11-16-79;  6:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-M-lll 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  178 

[Docket  No.  HM-163B;  Arndt.  No.  178-59] 

Withdrawal  of  Certain  Bureau  of 
Explosives  Delegations  of  Authority 

agency:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau.  Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration,  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  these 
amendments  to  the  Department’s 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  is  to 
withdraw  or  cancel  the  remaining 
delegations  of  authority  to  the  Bureau  of 
Explosives  (B  of  E)  in  Part  178  of  49  CFR. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  19, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Darrell  L.  Raines,  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Regulation,  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau,  Research  and 
Special  Programs  Administration. 
Washington,  D.C.  20590,  phone  202-472- 
2726. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 

7, 1979,  the  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau  (MTB)  published  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking,  Docket  HM-163B; 
Notice  79-7  (44  FR  26772)  which 
proposed  these  amendments.  The 
background  and  the  basis  for 
incorporating  these  amendments  into 
the  regulations  were  discussed  in  that 
notice.  Interested  persons  were  invited 
to  give  their  views  prior  to  the  closing 
date  of  June  30, 1979. 

The  Bureau  received  only  four 
comments  on  Notice  79-7,  all  of  which 
were  favorable  to  the  proposed  changes. 

One  commenter,  in  addition  to 
expressing  his  approval  of  the  format 
used  for  Notice  79-7,  recommended  the 
deletion  of  the  last  portion  of  proposed 
§  178.236-2(e).  §  178.237-2(e).  §  178.238- 
2(e},  and  §  178.239-2(e)  which  reads,  "in 
accordance  with  your  former  freight 
classification  (UFC)  Rule  40,  or  National 
Motor  Freight  Classiflcation  (NMFC) 
item  200."  The  commenter  further  stated 
that  the  strength  of  the  bags  is  already 
well-covered  in  the  specifications 
mentioned,  and  the  tests  required  are  all 
performance  tests  which  will  adequately 


prove  the  performance  of  the  bag 
without  reference  to  the  freight 
classiBcation  data.  In  view  of  the  above, 
and  upon  further  considerations,  the 
Bureau  agrees  that  reference  to  Rule  40 
of  the  Uniform  Freight  Classiflcation  or 
Item  200  of  the  National  Motor  Freight 
Classification  is  unnecessary. 

The  second  commenter  suggested  that 
the  reference  to  the  Associate  Director 
for  HMR  and  Associate  Director  for  OE 
be  changed  to  the  Director.  MTB 
because  of  frequent  organizational 
changes  within  MTB.  The  Bureau  agrees 
that  the  possibility  of  an  organizational 
change  affecting  the  Associate  Director 
for  HMR  and  Associate  Director  for  OE 
is  greater  than  a  change  affecting  the 
Director,  MTB.  However,  the  Bureau 
maintains  that  our  regulations  should 
specify  the  office  within  the  Bureau  that 
is  charged  with  a  particular  function.  For 
this  reason,  the  rule  change  is  being 
incorporated  as  proposed  in  Notice  79-7. 

The  third  comment  received  was  a 
brief  statement  expressing  approval  of 
the  format  in  which  HM-163B  and  HM- 
166A  notices  of  proposed  rulemaking 
were  prepared. 

The  last  commenter  stated  that  there 
appears  to  be  a  contradiction  between 
§§178.118-6(a)(2)  and  178.118-8(b). 
Docket  HM-140  revised  footnote  3  of 
§  178.118-6(a)  to  authorize  the  use  of  a 
18-gauge  removable  head  on  55-gallon 
DOT  Specification  17H  steel  drums 
under  certain  specified  conditions.  The 
change  being  adopted  by  this 
rulemaking,  in  §  178.118-8(b),  does  not 
authorize  the  use  of  an  18-gauge  head 
unless  speciflcally  approved  by  the 
Associate  Director  for  OE.  On  the  other 
hand,  when  a  14-gauge  or  16-gauge  head 
is  used,  other  types  of  closing  devices 
are  authorized  if  they  perform  without 
failure  under  the  tests  required  by 
§§  178.118-12  and  178.118-13,  and  a 
record  of  such  tests  is  retained  during 
the  period  the  closure  is  in  use. 

Although  these  amendments  do  not 
add  anything  that  was  not  proposed  in 
the  notice,  it  is  anticipated  that  there 
may  be  questions  regarding  the  sentence 
"Equally  efficient  means  of  testing  may 
be  authorized  upon  approval  by  the 
Associate  Director  for  OE”  which 
appears  in  most  of  the  paragraphs 
entitled  "Leakage  test."  Prior  to  these 
amendments  the  B  of  E  was  authorized 
to  approve  alternate  methods  of  testing. 
Two  fairly  well  known  methods 
approved  by  the  B  of  E  are  identified  as 
the  T-Zone  test  and  the  Pocket  tester. 
Use  of  the  Pocket  tester  is  limited  to 
drums  of  approximately  S-gallons 
capacity.  These  previously  approved 
test  methods  will  continue  in  effect  until 
December  31. 1984,  in  accordance  with 
49  CFR  171.19.  However,  this  does  not 


mean  that  the  Associate  Director  for  OE 
will  approve  these  same  test  methods  in 
the  future.  For  test  methods  other  than 
those  required  in  the  regulations  or 
approved  earlier  by  the  B  of  E,  an 
approval  must  be  obtained  in  writing 
from  the  Associate  Director  for  OE. 

The  MTB  intends  to  publish  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  at  a  later  dat^ 
requesting  comments  on  the  best  way  to 
incorporate  into  the  regulations  those 
approvals  and  authorizations  that  were 
issued  by  the  B  of  E  for  alternate 
leakage  test  methods.  The  MTB  intends 
to  complete  action  on  the  proposed 
rulemaking  in  sufflcient  time  to  avoid 
further  extension  of  the  December  31, 
1984  deadline. 

Primary  drafters  of  these  amendments 
are  Darrell  L.  Raines.  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulation, 
Exemption  and  Regulations  Termination 
Branch,  and  George  W.  Tenley,  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  Research  and  Special 
Programs  Administration. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  49 
CFR  Part  178  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  178.1,  §  178.1-9  paragraph  (a) 
and  the  introductory  text  of  paragraph 
(d)  are  revised;  §  178.1-10  the  heading 
and  the  introductory  text  of  paragraph 
(a)  is  revised,  paragraph  (a)(2)  is 
revised,  paragraphs  (a)(3),  (a)(4)  and 
(a)(5)  are  deleted  as  follows: 

§  178.1  Specification  1A;  boxed  carboys. 

§178.1-9  Tests. 

(a)  Apparatus.  Standard  required. 
Detailed  prints  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Associate  Director  for  HMR. 

*  4  *  *  * 

(d)  When  required.  By  each 
manufacturer,  at  intervals  not  to  exceed 
6  months;  separate  tests  are  required 
for; 


§  178.1-10  Boxes  of  veneer,  piywood  and 
laminated  wood. 

(a)  Boxes^f  veneer,  plywood, 
laminated  wood,  or  any  combination 
thereof,  which  comply  with  this  section 
(except  §  178.1-7  (a),  (c),  and  (d)),  are 
authorized  provided; 
***** 

(2)  That  these  boxed  carboys  pass  the 
regular  test  prescribed  in  §  178.1-9.  A 
copy  of  the  most  recent  test  report  must 
be  retained  until  further  tests  are  made 
or  for  five  years  from  the  date  of  test. 

(3)  (Deleted) 

(4)  [Deleted] 

(5)  [Deleted] 

2.  In  §  178.4,  §  178.4-8  paragraphs  (a), 
and  (g)  and  the  introductory  text  of 
paragraph  (d)  are  revised  as  follows: 
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§  178.4  Specification  ID;  boxed  giass 
carboys. 

§178.4-8  Tests. 

(a)  Apparatus.  Standard  required. 
Detailed  prints  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Associate  Director  for  HMR. 

***** 

(d)  When  required.  By  each 
manufacturer,  at  intervals  not  to  exceed 
6  months;  separate  tests  are  required 
for: 

***** 

(g)  Internal  pressure  test.  Bottles  shall 
be  capable  of  withstanding  a  sustained 
internal  pressure  of  20  psig  for  a  15-day 
period. 

***** 

3.  In  §  178.5,  §  178.5-9  paragraph  (a) 
and  the  introductory  text  of  paragraph 
(d)  are  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.5  Specification  IX;  boxed  carboys,  5 
to  galions,  for  export  only. 

§178.5-9  Tests. 

(a)  Apparatus.  Standard  required. 
Detailed  prints  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Associate  Director  for  HMR. 

***** 

(d)  When  required.  By  each 
manufacturer,  at  intervals  not  to  exceed 
6  months;  separate  tests  are  required 
fon 

***** 

4.  In  s  178.6,  §  178.6-7  is  deleted; 

§  178.6-10  paragraphs  (a)  and  (d)  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  178.6  Specification  1EX;  glass  carboys 
in  plywood  drums. 

§178.6-7  [Deleted]. 

§178.6-10  Tests. 

(a)  Apparatus.  Standard  required. 
Detailed  prints  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Associate  Director  for  HMR. 

***** 

(d)  When  required.  By  each 
manufacturer,  at  intervals  not  to  exceed 
6  months:  separate  tests  are  required 
for: 

***** 

5.  In  §  178.13,  §  178.13-3  paragraph  (a) 
the  first  sentence  is  amended;  §  178.13-4 
paragraph  (a)(1)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§178.13  Specification  1H;  poiyethylene 
carboys  in  low  carbon  steel  or  other 
equally  efficient  metal  crates. 

§  178.13-3  Polyethylene  carboys. 

(a)  Carboys  shall  be  made  of 
polyethylene  with  no  plasticiers  or 
additives  and  have  a  maximum  melt 
index  value  of  2.5  grams.  *  *  * 

§  176.13-4  Outside  containers. 

(a)  *  *  * 


(1)  Specifications  for  each  size 
container  must  be  kept  on  file  by  each 
manufacturer. 

***** 

6.  In  §  178.14,  §  178.14-8  paragraph  (a) 
and  the  introductory  text  of  paragraph 
(d)  are  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.14  Specification  IK;  glass  carboys 
cushioned  with  expandable  polystyrene  in 
wooden  wirebound  box  outside  containers. 

§178.14-8  Tests. 

(a)  Apparatus.  Standard  required. 
Detailed  prints  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Associate  Director  for  HMR. 

***** 

(d)  When  required.  By  each 
manufacturer,  at  intervals  not  to  exceed 
6  months:  separate  tests  required  for: 

***** 

7.  In  §  178.21,  §  178.21-3  paragraph  (a) 
Note  1  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.21  Specification  2T;  polyethylene 
container. 

§178.21-3  Material. 

(a)  *  •  * 

Note  1. — Other  materials  may  be  added  if 
they  do  not  affect  the  properties  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

***** 

8.  In  §  178.24,  §  178.24-2,  paragraph  (a) 
Note  1  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.24  Specification  211;  molded  or 
thermoformed  polyethylene  containers 
having  rated  capacity  of  over  one  gallon. 
Removable  head  containers  or  containers 
fabricated  from  film  not  authorized. 

§178.24-2  Material. 

(a)  *  *  * 

Note  1. — Other  materials  may  be  added  if 
they  do  not'affect  the  properties  specihed  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

***** 

9.  In  §  178.27,  §  178.27-1  paragraph  (a) 
Note  1  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.27  Specification  2TL;  polyethylene 
container. 

§  178.27-1  Material  requirements. 

(a)  *  *  * 

Note  1. — Other  materials  may  be  added  if 
they  do  not  affect  the  properties  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

***** 

10.  In  §  178.59,  §  178.59-16  paragraph 
(a)  the  last  sentence  is  amended  and  the 
first  sentence  of  paragraph  (b);  §  178.59- 
21  is  deleted  as  follows: 

§  178.59  Specification  8;  steel  cylinders 
with  approved  porous  filling  for  acetylene. 

§  178.59-16  Porous  filling. 

(a)  *  *  *  In  all  cases,  the  filling 
material  as  installed  in  the  cylinder 


must  be  examined  by  the  Bureau  of 
Explosives  and  approved  by  the 
Associate  Director  for  OE. 

(b)  Porosity  of  filling  to  be  80  percent 
or  less  except  that  Hlling  with  a  porosity 
in  excess  of  80  percent  but  not  in  excess 
of  92  percent,  may  be  used  when  tested 
with  satisfactory  results  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Bureau  of  Explosives 
and  approved  by  the  Associate  Director 
forOE.  *  *  * 

§178.59-21  [Deleted] 

11.  In  §  178.60,  §  178.60-20  paragraph 
(a)  the  last  sentence  is  amended  and  the 
first  sentence  of  paragraph  (b)  as 
follows: 

§  178.60  Specification  8AL;  ateel  cylinders 
with  approved  porous  filling  for  acetylene. 

§  176.60-20  Porous  filling. 

(a)  *  *  *  In  all  cases,  the  filling 
material  as  installed  in  the  cylinder 
must  be  examined  by  the  Bureau  of 
Explosives  and  approved  by  the 
Associate  Director  for  OE. 

(b)  Porosity  of  filling  to  be  80  percent  - 
or  less  except  that  filling  with  a  porosity 
in  excess  of  80  percent  but  not  in  excess 
of  92  percent,  may  be  used  when  tested 
with  satisfactory  results  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Bureau  of  Explosives 
and  approved  by  the  Associate  Director 
forOE.  *  *  * 

***** 

12.  In  S  178.80,  §  178.80-7  paragraph 
(a)  Table  footnote  1  is  revised:  §  178.80- 
9  the  last  sentence  of  paragraph  (d)  is 
amended;  §  178.80-14  paragraph  (a)  is 
revised  as  follows: 

§  178.80  Specification  5;  steel  barrels  or 
drums. 

§  178.80-7  Parts  and  dimensions. 

(a)  *  *  * 

*  Rolling  hoops  may  be  of  pliable  solid 
rubber,  metal,  or  other  suitable  material 
provided  that  equivalent  protection  to  drum 
integrity  is  afforded. 

***** 

§  178.80-9  Closures. 

(d)  *  *  *  Other  types  of  closures  are 
authorized  if  they  perform  without 
failure  under  the  tests  required  by  this 
section  and  a  record  of  the  tests  is 
retained  during  the  period  the  closure  is 
in  use. 

***** 

§  178.80-14  Leakage  test 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  imder  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  effrcient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
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OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 
Removable  head  containers  need  not  be 
tested  with  heads  in  place  except  that 
samples  taken  at  random  and  closed  as 
for  use,  of  each  type  and  size,  must  be 
tested  at  start  of  production  and 
repeated  every  4  months.  Samples  last 
tested  must  be  retained  until  further 
tests  are  made  or  for  1  year. 

13.  In  §  178.81,  §  178.81-7  paragraph 
(a)  Table  footnote  1  is  revised;  §  178.81- 
9  paragraph  (e]  is  revised;  §  178.81-14 
paragraph  (a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.81  Specification  SA;  steel  barrels  or 
drums. 

§  178.81-7  Parts  and  dimensions. 

(a)  *  *  * 

’Rolling  hoops  may  be  of  pliable  solid 
rubber,  metal,  or  other  suitable  material 
provided  that  equivalent  protection  to  dnun 
integrity  is  afforded: 

•  *  •  •  • 

§  178.81-9  Closures. 

*  •  *  *  • 

(e)  Other  types  of  closures  are 
authorized  if  they  perform  without 
failure  under  the  tests  required  by  this 
section  and  a  record  of  the  tests  is 
retained  during  the  period  the  closure  is 
in  use. 

*  *  *  ♦  • 

§  178.81-14  Leakage  test. 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 

14.  In  §  178.82,  §  178.82-7(a)  Table 
footnote  1  is  revised;  §  178.82-9 
paragraph  (c)  is  revised  and  the  last 
sentence  of  paragraph  (d)  is  amended; 

§  178.82-14  paragraph  (a)  is  revised  as 
follows: 

S  178.82  Specification  SB;  steel  barrels  or 
drums. 

§  178.82-7  Parts  arKi  dimensions. 

(a)  *  *  • 

'  Rolling  hoops  may  be  of  pliable  solid 
rubber,  metal,  or  other  suitable  material 
provided  that  equivalent  protection  to  drum 
integrity  is  afforded. 

*  «  *  •  « 

§  178.82-9  Closures. 

«  *  •  *  * 

(c)  For  closure  with  threaded  plug  or 
cap,  the  seat  (flange,  etc.)  for  plug  or 
cap,  must  have  3  or  more  complete 
threads;  two  drainage  holes  of  not  over 


Vi  e-inch  diameter  are  allowed.  Plug,  or 
cap,  must  have  sufficient  length  of 
thread  to  engage  3  threads  when 
tightened  with  gasket  in  place.  Other 
types  of  closures  are  authorized  if  they 
perform  without  failure  under  the  tests 
required  by  this  section  and  a  record  of 
the  tests  is  retained  during  the  period 
the  closure  is  in  use. 

(d)  *  *  *  Other  types  of  closures  are 
authorized  if  they  perform  without 
failure  under  the  tests  required  by  this 
section  and  a  record  of  such  tests  is 
retained  during  the  period  the  closure  is 
in  use. 

*  •  •  •  • 

§  178.82-14  Leakage  test 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 
Removable  head  containers  need  not  be 
tested  with  heads  in  place  except  that 
samples  taken  at  random  and  closed  as 
for  use,  of  each  type  and  size,  must  be 
tested  at  start  of  production  and 
repeated  every  4  months.  Samples  last 
tested  must  be  retained  until  further 
tests  are  made  or  for  1  year. 

15.  §  178.83,  §  178.83-7  paragraph  (a) 
Table  footnote  1  is  revised;  §  178.83-9 
paragraph  (e)  is  revised;  §  178.83-14 
paragraph  (a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.83  Specification  5C;  steel  barrels  or 
drums. 

§  178.83-7  Parts  and  dimensions. 

(a)  *  *  * 

'  Rolling  hoops  may  be  of  pliable  solid 
rubber,  metal,  or  other  suitable  material 
provided  that  equivalent  protection  to  drum 
integrity  is  afforded. 

*  •  *  *  « 


§  178.83-9  Closures. 
***** 

(e)  Other  types  of  closures  are 
authorized  if  they  perform  without 
failure  under  the  tests  required  by  this 
section  and  a  record  of  the  tests  is 
retained  during  the  period  the  closure  is 
in  use. 

***** 

§  178.83-14  Leakage  test 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 


approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 

16.  In  §  178.84,  §  178.84-7  paragraph 
(a)  Table  footnote  1  is  revised;  §  178.84- 
14  paragraph  (a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.84  Specification  5D;  steel  barrels  or 
drums,  Hned. 

§  178.84-7  Parts  and  dimensions. 

(a)  *  •  * 

’  Rolling  hoops  may  be  of  pliable  solid 
rubber,  metal,  or  other  suitable  material 
provided  that  equivalent  protection  to  drum 
integrity  is  afforded. 

***** 

§  178.84-14  Leakage  test 

(a)  Each  container,  with  lining 
material  applied,  shall  be  tested,  with 
seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OR  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 
Removable  head  containers  need  not  be 
tested  with  heads  in  place  except  that 
samples  taken  at  random  and  closed  as 
for  use,  of  each  type  and  size,  must  be 
tested  at  start  of  production  and 
repeated  every  4  months.  Samples  last 
tested  must  be  retained  until  further 
tests  are  made  or  for  1  year. 
***** 

17.  In  §  178.85,  §  178.85-13  paragraph 
(a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.85  Specification  5F;  steel  drums. 

§  178.85-13  Leakage  test 

(a)  Each  drum  shall  be  tested  with 
seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  100  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  I^rector  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 

18.  In  §  178.87,  §  178.87-7  paragraph 
(a)  Table  footnote  1  is  revised;  §  178.87- 

13  paragraph  (a)(3)  is  revised;  §  178.87- 

14  paragraph  (a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.87  Specification  5H:  steel  barrels  or 
drums,  lead  lined. 

§  178.87-7  Parts  and  dimensions. 

(a)  *  *  * 

’  Rolling  hoops  may  be  of  pliable  solid 
rubber,  metal,  or  other  suitable  material 
provided  that  equivalent  protection  to  drum 
integrity  is  afforded. 

***** 
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§  178.87-13  Type  tests. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(3)  Periodic  drop  tests  are  not  required 
after  initial  drop  tests  at  start  of 
manufacture,  on  containers  of  a 
construction  in  excess  of  minimum 
specification  requirements  approved  by 
the  Associate  Director  for  OE.  Any 
change  in  construction  of  drum,  lining, 
or  closure  must  be  approved  by  the 
Associate  Director  for  OE. 

§  1 78.87- 1 4  Leakage  test 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efHcient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OR  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 

19.  In  §  178.88,  §  178.88-6  paragraph 
(a)  Table  footnote  1  is  revised;  §  178.88- 
8  paragraph  (e)  is  revised;  §  178.88-13(a) 
is  revised  as  follows; 

§  178.88  Specification  5K;  nickel  barrels  or 
drums. 

§  178.88-6  Parts  and  dimensions. 

(a)  *  *  * 

'  Rolling  hoops  may  be  of  pliable  solid 
rubber,  metal,  or  other  suitable  material 
provided  that  equivalent  protection  to  drum 
integrity  is  afforded. 


§  178.88-8  Closures. 

#  *  *  •  * 

(e)  Other  types  of  closures  are 
authorized  if  ^ey  perform  without 
failure  under  the  tests  required  by  this 
section  and  a  record  of  the  tests  is 
retained  during  the  period  the  closure  is 
in  use. 

•  •  •  •  * 

§  178.88-13  Leakage  test 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil.  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 

20.  In  §  178.89,  §  178.89-5  paragraph 
(c)  is  revised;  §  178.89-12  paragraph  (a) 
is  revised  as  follows; 

§  178.89  Specification  5L;  steel  barrels  or 
drums. 

§  178.89-5  Seams. 

•  *  •  *  • 

(c)  Flanged  spout  for  filling  and 
emptying  container  welded  in  place  or 


attached  in  a  manner  approved  by  the 
Associate  Director  for  OE. 

***** 

§  178.89-12  Leakage  test 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  5  pounds  per  square 
inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of  testing 
may  be  authorized  upon  approval  by  the 
Associate  Director  for  OE. 

21.  In  §  178.90,  §  178.90-6  paragraph 
(a)  Table  footnote  1  is  revised;  §  178.90- 
8  paragraph  (e)  is  revised;  §  178.90-13 
paragraph  (a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.90  Specification  5M;  monel  drums. 

§  178.90-6  Parts  and  dimensions. 

(a)  *  *  * 

*  Rolling  hoops  may  be  of  pliable  solid 
rubber,  metal,  or  other  suitable  material 
provided  that  equivalent  protection  to  drum 
integrity  is  avoided. 

§  176.90-8  Closures. 
***** 

(e)  Other  types  of  closures  are 
authorized  if  ^ey  perform  without 
failure  under  the  test  required  by  this 
section  and  a  record  of  ^e  tests  is 
retained  during  the  period  the  closure  is 
in  use. 


§  1 78.90- 1 3  Leakage  test 
(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 

22.  In  §  178.91;  §  178.91-7  paragraph 
(a)  Table  footnote  1  is  revised;  §  178.91- 
14  paragraph  (a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  176.91  Specification  5X;  steel  drums, 
aluminum  lined. 

§  178.91-7  Parts  in  dimensions. 

(a)  *  *  * 

*  Rolling  hoops  may  be  of  pliable  solid 
rubber,  metal,  or  other  suitable  material 
provided  that  equivalent  protection  to  drum 
integrity  is  afforded. 


§  178.91-14  Leakage  test. 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 


OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 

23.  In  §  178.92,  §  178.92-9  paragraph 
(a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  176.92  Specification  5P;  lagged  steel 
drums. 

§  178.92-9  Safety  devices. 

(a)  Each  drum  must  have  safety 
devices  approved  as  to  type  and 
location  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  See  §  173.124  (a)(4)  of  this 
subchapter. 

***** 

24.  In  1  178.97,  §  178.97-12  paragraph 
(a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

S  178.97  Specification  6 A;  steel  barrels  or 
drums. 

§  178.97-12  Leakage  test. 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  imder  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 
Removable  head  containers  need  not  be 
tested  with  heads  in  place  except  that 
samples  taken  in  random  and  closed  as 
for  use,  of  each  type  and  size,  must  be 
tested  at  start  or  production  and 
repeated  every  4  months.  Samples  last 
tested  must  be  retained  until  further 
tests  are  made  or  for  1  year. 

25.  In  §  178.98,  §  178.98-12  paragraph 
(a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.98  Specification  6B;  steel  barrels  or 
drums. 

§  178.98-12  Leakage  test 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 
Removable  head  containers  need  not  be 
tested  with  heads  in  place  except  that 
samples  taken  at  random  and  closed  as 
for  use,  of  each  type  and  size,  must  be 
tested  at  start  of  production  and 
repeated  every  4  months.  Samples  last 
tested  must  be  retained  until  further 
tests  are  made  or  for  1  year. 

26.  In  §  178.99,  §  178.99-12  paragraph 
(a)  is  revised  as  follows: 
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§  178.99  Specification  6C;  steel  barrels  or 
drums. 

§  178.99-12  Leakage  test. 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 
Removable  head  containers  need  not  be 
tested  with  heads  in  place  except  that 
samples  taken  at  random  and  closed  as 
for  use,  of  each  type  and  size,  must  be 
tested  at  start  of  production  and 
repeated  every  4  months.  Samples  last 
tested  must  be  retained  until  further 
tests  are  made  or  for  1  year. 

27.  In  §  178.101,  §  178.101-12 
paragraph  (a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.101  Specification  6K;  steel  barrels 
or  drums. 

§  178.101-12  Leakage  tesL 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  7  pounds  per  square 
inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of  testing 
may  be  authorized  upon  approval  by  the 
Associate  Director  for  OE.  Leakers  shall 
be  rejected  or  repaired  and  retested 
without  failure.  Removable  head 
containers  need  not  be  tested  with 
heads  in  place  except  that  samples 
taken  at  random  and  closed  as  for  use, 
of  each  type  and  size,  must  be  tested  at 
start  of  production  and  repeated  every  4 
months.  Samples  last  tested  must  be 
retained  until  further  tests  are  made  or 
for  1  year. 

28.  In  §  178.107,  §  178.107-12 
paragraph  (a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.107  Specification  42B;  aluminum 
drums. 

§  178.107-12  Leakage  tesL 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 

*  ♦  *  *  « 

29.  In  §  178.108,  §  178.108-12 
paragraph  (a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.108  Specification  42C;  aluminum 
barrels  or  drums. 

§  178.108-12  Leakage  test. 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 


soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 

«  *  *  •  « 

30.  In  §  178.109,  §  178.109-7  paragraph 
(a)  is  revised;  §  178.109-12  paragraph  (a) 
is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.109  Specification  42D;  aluminum 
drums. 

§  178.109-7  Closures. 

(a)  Of  screw-thread  type  or  secured 
by  screw-thread  device;  openings  over 
2.3  inches  not  authorized;  suitable 
gaskets  required.  Vented  closing  devices 
must  be  approved  by  the  Associate 
Director  for  OE. 

*  *  *  •  • 

§  178.109-12  Leakage  test. 

(a)  Each  drum  shall  be  tested,  with 
seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  10  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efhcient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 

*  •  «  •  * 

31.  In  §  178.110,  §  178.110-11 
paragraph  (a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  178.110  Specification  42F;  aluminum 
barrels  or  drums. 

§178.110-11  Leakage  test. 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efficient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 
Removable  head  containers  need  not  be 
tested  with  heads  in  place  except  that 
samples  taken  at  random  and  closed  as 
for  use,  of  each  type  and  size,  must  be 
tested  at  start  of  production  and 
repeated  every  4  months.  Samples  last 
tested  must  be  retained  until  further 
tests  are  made  or  for  1  year. 

32.  In  §  178.115,  §  178.115-8  the 
introductory  text  of  paragraph  (c)  is 
revised;  paragraph  (c)(1)  is  deleted;  the 
last  sentence  of  paragraph  (d)  is 
amended;  §  178.115-13  paragraph  (a)  is 
revised  as  follows: 

§  178.1 15  Specification  17C;  steel  drums. 

§  178.115-8  Closures. 

•  •  •  «  « 


(c)  For  closure  with  threaded  plug  or 
cap,  the  seat  (flange,  etc.)  for  plug  or 
cap,  must  have  3  or  more  complete 
threads:  two  drainage  holes  of  not  over 
‘l^is-inch  diameter  are  allowed.  Plug,  or 
cap,  must  have  sufficient  length  of 
thread  to  engage  3  threads  when 
tightened  with  gasket  in  place.  Other 
types  of  closures  are  authorized  if  they 
perform  without  failure  under  the  tests 
required  by  this  section  and  a  record  of 
the  tests  is  retained  during  the  period 
the  closure  is  in  use. 

(1)  [Deleted] 

(d)  *  *  *  Other  types  of  closures  are 
authorized  if  they  perform  without 
failure  under  the  tests  required  by  this 
section  and  a  record  of  the  tests  is 
retained  during  the  period  the  closure  is 
in  use. 

***** 

§  178.115-13  Leakage  tesL 

(a)  Each  container  shall  be  tested, 
with  seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  15  pounds  per 
square  inch.  Equally  efhcient  means  of 
testing  may  be  authorized  upon 
approval  by  the  Associate  Director  for 
OE.  Leakers  shall  be  rejected  or 
repaired  and  retested  without  failure. 
Removable  head  containers  need  not  be 
tested  with  heads  in  place  except  that 
samples  taken  at  random  and  closed  as 
for  use.  of  each  type  and  size,  must  be 
tested  at  start  of  production  and 
repeated  every  4  months.  Samples  last 
tested  must  be  retained  until  further 
te^ts  ure  nicde  or  for  1  year. 

13.  ’n  §  178.116,  §  178.116-8  paragraph 
(dl  is  .evised;  §  178.116-13  pa.’-agraph  (a) 
'■fa  'vififfd  as  follow's: 

§  ITC.t  to  Specification  17E;  steel  drums. 


(d)  Other  types  of  closures  are 
authorized  if  they  perform  without 
failure  under  the  tests  required  by  this 
section  and  a  record  of  the  tests  is 
retained  during  the  period  the  closure  is 

***** 

§  178.116-13  Leakage  test 
(a)  Each  drum  shall  be  tested,  with 
seams  under  water  or  covered  with 
soapsuds  or  heavy  oil,  by  interior  air 
pressure  of  at  least  7  pounds  per  square 
inch  for  containers  over  12  gallons 
capacity  and  at  least  5  pounds  for 
others.  Equally  efficient  means  of  testing 
may  be  authorized  upon  approval  by  the 
Associate  Director  for  OE.  Leakers  shall 
be  rejected  or  repaired  and  retested 
without  failure. 


§178.116-8  Closures. 
***** 


in  use. 
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46.  In  §  178.224,  §  178.224-3  is  deleted 
8S  follows: 

§  178.224  Specification  21C;  fiber  drum. 

$178,224-3  [Deleted]. 
***** 

47.  In  $  178.238,  §  178.236-2  the 
introductory  text  of  paragraph  (e)  is 
revised  as  follows: 

$  178.236  Specification  44B;  muitiwall 
paper  bags. 

$178,236-2  Paper. 

***** 

(e)  Conformance  of  sacks  with  paper 
strength  requirements  shall  be 
established  by  comparing  the  sums  of 
the  test  values  for  all  the  walls  of  the 
new  and  unused  sack  with  the  sums  of 
the  respective  strength  values  speciHed 
in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section 
for  the  different  walls  of  the  sack. 
***** 

48.  In  §  178.237,  §  178.237-2  the 
introductory  text  of  paragraph  (e)  is 
revised  as  follows: 

§  178.237  Specification  44C;  muitiwall 
paper  bags. 

$178,237-2  Paper. 
***** 

(e)  Conformance  of  sacks  with  paper 
strength  requirements  shall  be 
established  by  comparing  the  sums  of 
the  test  values  for  all  the  walls  of  the 
m  w  and  unused  sack  with  the  sums  of 
the  respective  strength  values  specified 
in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section 
for  the  respective  papers  speciHed  for 
the  different  walls  of  the  sack. 
***** 

49.  In  §  178.238,  §  178.238-2  the 
introductory  text  of  paragraph  (e)  is 
revised  as  follows: 

$  178.238  Specification  44D;  muitiwall 
paper  bags. 

$178,238-2  Paper. 
***** 

(e)  Conformance  of  sacks  with  paper 
strength  requirements  shall  be 
established  by  comparing  the  sums  of 
the  test  values  for  all  the  walls  of  the 
new  and  unused  sack  with  the  sums  of 
the  respective  strength  values  specified 
in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section 
for  the  respective  papers  specified  for 
the  different  walls  of  the  sack. 
***** 

50.  In  $  178.239,  $  178.239-2  the 
introductory  text  of  paragraph  (e)  is 
revised  as  follows: 

$  178.239  Specification  44E;  multi  wall 
paper  bags. 

$  178.239-2  Paper. 
***** 


(e)  Conformance  of  sacks  with  paper 
strength  requirements  shall  be 
established  by  comparing  the  sums  of 
the  test  values  for  all  the  walls  of  the 
new  and  unused  sack  with  the  sums  of 
the  respective  strength  values  specified 
in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section 
for  the  respective  papers  specified  for 
the  different  walls  of  the  sack. 
***** 

51.  In  §  178.255,  §  178.255-8  paragraph 
(a)  is  revised  as  follows: 

$  178.255  Specification  60;  steel  portable 
tanks. 

$  178.255-8  Safety  devices. 

(a)  Safety  devices  must  be  approved 
by  the  Associate  Director  for  OE. 

***** 

(49  U.S.C.  1803, 1804, 1808;  49  CFR  1.53  and 
App.  A  to  Part  1) 

Note. — ^The  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau  has  determined  that  this  document 
will  not  have  a  major  impact  under  Executive 
Order  12044  and  DOT  implementing 
procedures  (44  FR  11034),  nor  an 
environmental  impact  under  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (49  U.S.C.  4321  et 
seq.).  A  regulatory  evaluation  is  available  for 
review  in  the  docket. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  November 
13, 1979. 

L.  D.  Santman, 

Director,  Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.  7».a55e2  Filed  11-16-79;  8;45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
rnakir.g  phor  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14CFR  Part  71 

{Airspace  Docket  No.  79-ASW-47J 

Proposed  Alteration  of  Transition 
Area:  Canadian,  Tex. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making. 

summary:  The  nature  of  the  action 
being  taken  is  to  propose  an  alteration 
of  a  transition  area  at  Canadian,  Tex. 
The  intended  effect  of  the  proposed 
action  is  to  provide  additional 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  a  new  instrument  approach 
procedure  to  the  Hemphill  County 
Airport.  The  circumstances  which 
created  the  need  for  the  action  are  the 
proposed  establishment  of  a  new 
instrument  approach  procedure  using 
the  nondirectional  radio  beacon  (NDB) 
located  on  the  airport  and  a  change  to 
incorporate  a  more  accurate  airport 
geographical  point  and  location  of  the 
NDB. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  19, 1979. 
ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  76101. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  4400 
Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Texas, 
An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Ofbce  of  the  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Manual  R.  Hugonnett,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  ASW-536,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 


Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101; 
telephone:  (817)  624-4911.  extension  302. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Subpart 
G  71.181  (44  FR  442)  of  FAR  Part  71 
contains  the  description  of  transition 
areas  designated  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  for  the  benefit  of  aircraft 
conducting  IFR  activity."  Alteration  of 
the  transition  area  at  Canadian.  Tex., 
will  necessitate  an  amendment  to  this 
subpart. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  person  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Air  Traffic  Division.  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth.  Texas  78101.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
December  19. 1979,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  views,  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in 
accordance  with  this  notice  in  order  to 
become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101,  or  by 
calling  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 
Communications  must  identify  the 
notice  number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons 
interested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing 
list  for  future  NPRMs  should  contact  the 
office  listed  above. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 


CFR  Part  71)  to  alter  the  transition  area 
at  Canadian,  Tex.  The  FAA  believes  this 
action  will  enhance  IFR  operations  at 
the  Hemphill  County  Airport  by 
providing  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  the  published  and  proposed 
instrument  approach  procedures  using 
the  NDB  located  on  the  airport.  Subpart 
G  of  Part  71  was  republished  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  2, 1979  (44 
FR  442). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (44  FR  442)  by  altering  the 
Canadian,  Tex.,  transition  area  as 
follows: ' 

Canadian,  Tex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5.5-mile 
radius  of  the  Hemphill  County  Airport 
Canadian,  Tex.  (latitude  35'’53'42”  N.. 
longitude  100°24'13’'  VV.).  and  witiiin  3  miles 
each  side  of  the  056°  and  218°  bearings  to  the 
NDB  (latitude  35*53'28"  N.,  longitude 
100*24'18"  W.),  extending  from  the  NDB  to  8.5 
miles  southwest  and  northeast. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a);  and  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed 
regulation  which  is  not  significant  under 
Executive  Order  12044,  as  implemented 
by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 
1979).  Since  this  regulatory  action 
involves  an  established  body  of 
technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight 
operations,  the  anticipated  impact  is  so 
minimal  that  this  action  does  not 
warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  and  a  comment  period  of  less 
than  45  days  is  appropriate. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas  on 
November  1, 1979. 

C.  R.  Melugin,  Jr., 

Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  70-35488  Filed  11-18-79;  8:45  am] 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-ASW-52] 

Proposed  Alteration  of  Transition 
Area:  Follett,  Tex. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making. 

SUMMARY:  The  nature  of  the  action 
being  taken  is  to  propose  an  alteration 
of  the  transition  area  at  Follett,  Tex.  The 
intended  effect  of  the  proposed  action  is 
to  provide  additional  controlled 
airspace  for  aircraft  executing  a  new 
instrument  approach  procedure  to  the 
Follett-Lipscomb  Coimty  Airport.  The 
circumstance  which  created  the  need  for 
the  action  is  the  proposed  establishment 
of  a  nondirecti onal  radio  beacon  (NDB) 
located  on  the  airport. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  19, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  TrafHc  Division, 
Southwest  Region.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  76101. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  4400 
Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Texas. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Manuel  R.  Hugonnett,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  ASW-536,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth.  Texas  76101; 
telephone:  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Subpart 
G  71.181  (44  FR  442)  of.FAR  Part  71 
contains  the  description  of  transition 
areas  designated  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  for  the  benefit  of  aircraft 
conducting  Instrument  Flight  Rules  (IFR) 
activity.  Alteration  of  the  transition  area 
at  Follett,  Tex.,  will  necessitate  an 
amendment  to  this  subpart. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101.  All 
communications  received  within  30  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered 


before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  views,  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in 
accordance  with  this  notice  in  order  to 
become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101,  or  by 
calling  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 
Communications  must  identify  the 
notice  number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons 
interested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing 
list  for  future  NPRM’s  should  contact  die 
office  listed  above. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  to  alter  the  transition  area 
at  Follett,  Tex.  The  FAA  believes  this 
action  will  enhance  IFR  operations  at 
the  Follett-Lipscomb  County  Airport  by 
providing  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  proposed  instrument  approach 
procedures  using  the  proposed  NDB 
located  on  the  airport.  Subpart  G  of  Part 
71  was  republished  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  2, 1979  (44  FR  442). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (44  FR  442)  by  altering  the 
Follett,  Tex.,  transition  area  as  follows:  * 

Follett,  Tex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-miIe  radius 
of  the  Follett-Lipscomb  County  Airport 
(latitude  36*26'26"  N..  longitude  100°07'24" 

W.,  and  within  4  miles  each  side  of  the  189° 
bearing  from  the  NOB  (latitude  36°20'37"  N., 
longitude  100°07'16.5"  W.).  extending  from  the 
7-mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles  south  of  the 
NDB. 


'Map  filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a);  and  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed 
regulation  which  is  not  significant  under 
Executive  Order  12044,  as  implemented 
by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 
1979).  Since  this  regulatory  action 
involves  an  established  body  of 
technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight 
operations,  the  anticipated  impact  is  so 
minimal  that  this  action  does  not 
warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  and  a  comment  period  of  less 
than  45  days  is  appropriate. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  1  exas  on  November 
1, 1979. 

C.  R.  Melugin,  Jr., 

Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-35487  Filed  ll-lS-79;  8:45  am| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Part  46 

[Docket  No.  RM80-9] 

Interlocking  Positions  Under  Section 
21 1  of  the  Public  Utility  Regulatory 
Policies  Act  of  1978 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (Commission)  proposed  to 
implement  section  211  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Regulatory  Policies  Act  of  1978 
(PURPA)  which  amends  section  305  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act.  This  rulemaking 
proposes  reporting  requirements  for  a 
person  holding  interlocking  positions 
with  a  public  utility  and  with  any  other 
business  entity  described  in  the 
proposed  rulemaking.  The  Commission 
also  proposes  to  impose  a  requirement 
that  each  public  utility  publish  a  list  of 
its  twenty  largest  purchasers,  as 
mandated  by  section  211  of  PURPA. 
DATE:  Written  comments  by  December 
10. 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  Reference  No. 
RM80-9. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Colette  Bohatch.  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Regulatory  Development 
Branch,  Room  8113,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  (202) 
357-8079. 

Issued:  November  14, 1979. 

I.  Background 

This  proposed  rule,  when  issued  in 
final  form,  will  implement  section  211  of 
the  Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies  Act 
of  1978  (PURPA).  Section  211  amends 
section  305  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  by 
adding  a  new  subsection  (c)  which 
imposes  a  reporting  requirement  upon  a 
person  holding  interlocking  positions 
involving  a  public  utility  and  any  other 
business  entity  identified  in  section  211. 
The  proposed  rule,  set  forth  below, 
describes  procedures  for  reporting  by 
written  statement  to  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (Commission) 
and  describes  the  contents  of  the 
written  statement. 

Certain  interlocking  positions 
involving  two  or  more  public  utilities  or 
a  public  utility  and  “any  bank,  trust 
company,  banking  association,  or  firm 
that  is  authorized  by  law  to  underwrite 
or  participate  in  the  marketing  of 
securities  of  a  public  utility”  or  “any 
company  supplying  electrical  equipment 
to  such  public  utility”  are  unlawful 
under  subsection  (b)  of  section  305 
unless  authorized  by  the  Commission.  A 
person  desiring  to  hold  such  an 
interlocking  position  must  file  an 
application  with  the  Commission  and 
make  a  showing  that  neither  public  nor 
private  interests  will  be  adversely 
affected. 

Section  305,  as  amended  by  section 
211,  contains  a  new  subsection  (c)  which 
imposes  reporting  requirements  upon  a 
larger  class  of  persons  than 
encompassed  by  subsection  (b),  both  in 
terms  of  the  categories  of  interlocking 
positions  and  categories  of  business 
entities.  Positions  within  the  purview  of 
section  305(c)  are  officer  and  director  of 
a  public  utility  and  officer,  director, 
partner,  appointee,  and  representative 
of  any  business  entity  listed  therein, 
including  another  public  utility.  The 
business  entities  within  the  scope  of 
section  305(c)  are  the  following  entities, 
when  interlocked  with  a  public  utility: 

(1)  Any  other  public  utility: 

(2)  Any  bank,  trust  company,  banking 
association,  or  any  company,  firm,  or 
organization  that  is  authorized  by  law  to 
underwrite  or  participate  in  the 
marketing  of  securities  of  a  public 
utility, 

(3)  Any  investment  bank,  bank 
holdiing  company,  foreign  bank  or 
subsidiary  thereof  doing  business  in  the 


United  States,  insurance  company,  or 
any  other  organization  primarily 
engaged  in  the  business  of  providing 
financial  services  or  credit,  a  mutual 
savings  bank,  or  a  savings  and  loan 
association: 

(4)  Any  company,  firm,  or 
organization  which  produces  or  supplies 
electrical  equipment  or  coal,  natural  gas, 
oil,  nuclear  fuel,  or  other  fuel,  for  the  use 
of  any  public  utility: 

(5)  Ajiy  company,  firm,  or 
organization  which  during  any  one  of 
the  three  (3)  calendar  years  immediately 
preceding  the  filing  date  was  one  of  the 
twenty  (20)  purchasers  of  electric  energy 
which  purchased  (for  purposes  other 
than  for  resale)  one  of  the  twenty  (20) 
largest  annual  amounts  of  electric 
energy  sold  by  such  public  utility  (or  by 
any  public  utility  which  is  part  of  the 
same  holding  company  system)  during 
any  one  of  such  three  (3)  calendar  years: 
and 

(6)  Any  company,  firm,  or 
organization  which  is  controlled  by  any 
company,  firm,  or  organization  listed 
above. 

The  proposed  rule,  when  issued  in 
final  form,  requires  a  written  statement 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  by  a 
director  or  an  officer  of  a  public  utility 
who,  also,  holds  an  interlocking 
position,  as  described  in  the  rule,  with 
any  of  the  above  business  entities. 
Although  the  statute  gives  the 
Commission  a  measure  of  latitude  in 
propounding  reporting  requirements,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  impose  a 
minimum  of  requirements  for  purposes 
of  public  comment  on  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking.  . 

In  addition  to  the  reporting 
requirements,  this  proposed  rule,  when 
issued  in  final  form,  will  implement  the 
section  305(c)  mandate  that  each  public 
utility  publish  on  or  before  January  31  of 
each  year,  commencing  in  1980,  a  list  of 
the  purchasers  who  purchased  (for 
purposes  other  than  for  resale)  one  of 
the  twenty  (20)  largest  annual  amounts 
of  electric  energy  during  any  one  of  the 
three  (3)  years  immediately  preceding 
the  publication  date. 

II.  Issues  for  Comment 

The  Commission  requests  comments 
from  the  public  specifically  with  regard 
to  several  sections  of  the  proposed  rule. 

Section  46.3  identifies  those  who  must 
report.  Paragraph  (a)  concerns  a  director 
or  an  officer,  including  any  person  who 
performs  any  similar  duties  or  functions, 
in  a  public  utility.  Partigraph  (b) 
concerns  these  same  positions  held  in 
any  business  entity  described  in  §  46.4 
and  further  includes  partner,  appointee, 
and  representative  of  such  business 
entity.  The  Commission  understands 


these  terms  to  include,  for  example,  the 
following:  persons  who  are  appointed  on 
a  temporary  or  permanent  basis  to 
perform  the  duties  or  functions 
ordinarily  performed  by  a  director  or  an 
officer:  and  persons  who  act  as 
representatives,  such  as  consultants,  of 
a  business  entity  interlocked  with  a 
public  utility.  With  an  objective  of 
further  refining  §  46.3,  the  Commission 
requests  comments  on  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  specifically  discussing  the  terms 
“appointee”  and  “representative.” 

In  addition,  several  definitions  require 
special  consideration  by  the  public. 
“Controlled”  is  used  in  section 
305(c)(2)(F)  in  the  following  context: 

“any  company,  firm,  or  organization 
which  is  controlled  by  any  company, 
firm,  or  organization”  listed  in  section 
305(c).  Although  “control”  is  defined 
qualitatively  by  §  46.2(b),  the 
Commission  believes  that  the  definition 
should  set  forth  quantitative  parameters 
in  order  to  better  serve  the  intent  of 
Congress  as  articulated  in  the  Statement 
of  Managers.’ 

The  definition  of  the  word  “controlled"  in 
paragraph  (2)(F)  of  new  subsection  (c)  is,  the 
conferees  intend,  to  be  defined  by  the 
Commission.  The  conferees  were  reluctant  to 
establish  a  single  arbitrary  percentage  of 
stock  ownership  as  the  yardstick  for 
measuring  control.  Rather,  it  is  anticipated 
that  after  appropriate  consideration  the 
Commission  will  arrive  at  a  definition  that 
takes  into  account  the  nature  and  extent  of 
control  of  one  firm  by  another. 

Before  incorporating  quantitative 
parameters,  however,  the  Commission 
requests  comments  regarding  the 
definition  of  “control”  with  the  above 
discussion  as  a  guide  to  the  nature  of 
comments  solicited.  The  Commission  is 
interested  particularly  in  public 
comment  on  parameters  setting  out  the 
kind  of  control  and  level  of  control. 

Also,  “electriced  equipment”  is 
defined  in  §  46.2(d)  to  describe  the  term 
as  it  is  used  in  section  305(c).  The 
definition,  by  footnote,  cites  sections  of 
the  Uniform  System  of  Accounts 
Prescribed  for  Public  Utilities  and 
Licensees  Subject  to  the  Provisions  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  Part  101, 
Subchapter  C,  Chapter  L  Title  18  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to  serve  as 
examples.  The  Commission  similarly 
requests  comments  on  this  definition. 

Finally,  this  proposed  rulemaking 
requires  disclosure  by  a  reporting 
person  of  his  interest  in,  and 
compensation  from,  a  §  46.4  business 
entity  to  the  extent  that  either  exceeds 
$10,000.  Comments  are  sought  as  to  the 
appropriateness  of  this  amount. 


*Conf.  Rep.  No.  gS-1750.  p.  99. 
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ni.  Comment  Procedures 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments,  data,  views, 
or  arguments  with  respect  to  this 
proposal.  Comments  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 

D. C  20426  and  should  reference  Docket 
No.  RM80-9.  An  original  and  fourteen 
(14)  copies  should  be  filed.  All 
comments  received  prior  to  4:30  p.m. 

E. S.T.,  December  10, 1979,  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  prior  to 
promulgation  of  final  regulations.  All 
written  submissions  will  be  placed  in 
the  public  file  which  has  been 
established  for  this  rulemaking  and 
which  is  available  for  public  inspection 
during  regular  business  hours  in  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426. 

(Federal  Power  Act,  as  amended,  16  U.S.C. 
792-628C;  Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies 
Act  of  197a  18  U.S.C.  2601-2645:  Department 
of  Energy  Organization  Act,  42  U.S.C.  7101- 
7352) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  add  Part  46  to 
Subchapter  B,  Chapter  I,  Title  18  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  as  set  forth  below. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Subchapter  B  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  Part  46  after  Part  45: 

PART  46— WRITTEN  STATEMENT 
REQUIREMENTS  FOR  PERSONS 
HOLDING  INTERLOCKING  POSITIONS 

Sec. 

46.1  Purpose. 

46.2  Definitions. 

46.3  General  rule. 

46.4  Business  entities  under  this  part. 

46.5  Contents  and  procedures  for  filing  the 
written  statement. 

46.6  IdentiHcation  of  the  twenty  largest 
purchasers. 

Authority:  This  part  issued  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  as  amended,  16  U.S.C. 
792.828c;  Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies 
Act  of  1978, 18  U.S.C.  2601-2645:  Department 
of  Energy  Organization  Act,  42  U.S.C.  7101- 
7352. 

§46.1  Purpose. 

'The  purpose  of  this  part  is  to  monitor 
interlocking  positions  involving  public 
utilities  and  certain  other  business 
entities  described  in  this  part  for 
purposes  of  implementing  section  305(c) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  as  amended  by 
section  211  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act  of  1978. 


§  46.2  Definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  part: 

(a)  “Public  utility"  has  the  same 
definition  as  that  used  in  section  201(e) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

(b)  “Control"  (including  the  term 
“controlled")  means  the  possession, 
directly  or  indirectly,  of  the  power  to 
direct  management  or  policies  of  a 
business  entity  whether  such  power  is 
exercised  through  one  or  more 
intermediary  companies  or  pursuant  to 
an  agreement,  written  or  oral,  and 
wheUier  such  power  is  established 
through  ownership  or  voting  of 
securities,  common  directors,  officers,  or 
stockholders,  voting  trusts,  holding 

•trusts,  associated  business  entities, 
contract,  or  any  other  direct  or  indirect 
means. 

(c)  "Business  entity"  means  any  firm, 
company,  or  organization  including  any 
corporation,  joint-stock  company, 
partnership,  association,  business  trust, 
organized  group  of  persons,  whether 
incorporated  or  not,  or  a  receiver  or 
receivers,  trustee  or  trustees  of  any  of 
the  foregoing  and  any  parent  and 
subsidiary  of  any  corporation  but  does 
not  include  “municipalities”  as  defined 
in  the  Federal  Power  Act  (section  3, 49 
Stat.  838, 18  U.S.C.  296). 

(d)  “Electrical  equipment”  is  any 
apparatus  or  device,  or  component  part 
thereof,  that  is  used  in  a  function  which 
is  either  mechanically  or  by  legal 
prescription  necessary  to  the  process  of 
generating,  transmitting,  or  distributing 
electrical  energy,  including  any 
electrically  powered  or  electronic 
apparatus  or  device,  or  component  part 
thereof,  that  is  directly  used  in 
connection  with  the  process  of 
generating,  transmitting,  or  distributing 
electrical  energy.* 

§  46.3  General  rule. 

A  person  must  file  a  written  statement 
in  accordance  with  this  part  if  he: 


'  This  deflniHon  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to, 
those  items  (with  the  exception  of  vehicles, 
structures,  foundations,  settings,  services  and  other 
non-equipment  items  such  as  permit  and  inspection 
costs)  in  the  following  accounts  described  in  Part 
101.  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations: 
Boiler/Reactor  plant  equipment  (Accounts  312  and 
322);  Engines  and  engine  driven  generators  (313); 
Turbogenerator  units  (314  and  323);  Accessory 
electical  equipment  (315.  324.  334  and  345): 
Miscellaneous  power  plant  equipment  (316.  325,  335 
and  346);  Water  wheels,  turbines  and  generators 
(333);  Fuel  holders,  producers,  and  accessories  (342); 
Prime  movers  (343);  Generators  (344);  Station 
equipment  (353  and  362);  Poles,  towers  and  fixtures 
(354,  3.55  and  364);  Overhead  conductors  and 
devices  (356  and  365);  Underground  conduit  (357 
and  366);  Underground  conductors  and  devices  (358 
and  367);  Storage  battery  equipment  (363);  Line 
transformers  (368);  Services  (366);  Meters  (370); 
Installation  on  customer's  premises  (371);  Street 
lighting  and  signal  systems  (373);  and 
Communication  equipment  (397). 


(a)  Serves  as  a  director  or  a  Chief 
Executive  Officer,  President,  Vice 
President,  Secretary,  Treasurer,  General 
Manager,  Comptroller,  Chief  Purchasing 
Agent,  or  performs  any  other  similar 
duties  or  functions,  in  a  public  utility; 
and 

(b)  Serves  in  any  of  the  positions 
described  in  paragraph  (a)  for  a 
business  entity  identified  in  §  46.4  or  is  a 
partner,  appointee,  or  representative  of 
any  such  business  entity. 

§  46.4  Business  entities  under  this  part 

Business  entities  within  the  purview 
of  section  305(c)  of  the  Act  are  the 
following: 

(a)  Any  investment  bank,  bank 
holding  company,  foreign  bank  or 
subsidiary  thereof  doing  business  in  the 
United  States,  insurance  company,  or 
any  other  organization  primarily 
engaged  in  the  business  of  providing 
financial  services  or  credit,  a  mutual 
savings  bank,  or  a  savings  and  loan 
association; 

(b)  Any  business  entity  authorized  by 
law  to  underwrite  or  participate  in  the 
Marketing  of  securities  of  public  utilities; 

(c)  Any  business  entity  which 
produces  or  supplies  electrical 
equipment  or  coal,  natural  gas,  oil, 
nuclear  fuel  or  other  fuel  for  the  use  of 
any  public  utility; 

(d)  Any  business  entity  which  during 
any  one  of  the  three  (3)  calendar  years 
immediately  preceding  the  filing  date 
was  one  of  the  twenty  (20)  purchasers  of 
electric  energy  which  purchased  (for 
purposes  other  than  for  resale)  one  of 
the  twenty  (20)  largest  annual  amounts 
of  electric  energy  measured  in  kilowatt 
hours  sold  by  such  public  utility  (or  by 
any  public  utility  which  is  part  of  the 
same  holding  company  system)  during 
any  one  of  such  three  (3)  calendar  years; 

(e)  Any  business  entity  referred  to  in 
subsection  (b)  of  section  305  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act;  and 

(f)  Any  business  entity  which  is 
controlled  by  any  business  entity 
described  or  referred  to  in  this  section. 

§  46.5  Contents  and  procedures  for  filing 
the  written  statement 

(a)  Each  written  statement  shall 
provide  the  following  information; 

(1)  Full  name,  business  address,  and 
place  of  residence  of  the  person 
reporting; 

(2)  Name  and  principal  place  of 
business  of  each  of  the  business  entities 
described  in  §  46.4  in  which  the  person 
holds  an  interlocking  position;  the 
interlocking  positions  held  and  the 
duties  and  functions  pertinent  to  each 
position;  and  a  brief  description  of  the 
nature  of  the  busines.5  rclatiorship  if 
any,  between  a  public  utility  and  the 
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subject  entity,  [e.g.,  equipment  supplier, 
securities  underwriter,  creditor,  fuel 
supplier,  and  major  purchaser  of 
electricity):  and 

(3)  The  nature  of  any  interest  [e.g., 
stock  ownership,  partnership,  and 
annuity)  and  the  basis  for  any 
compensation  to  the  person  [e.g., 
dividends,  salary,  and  fees  for  services 
rendered)  if  the  amount  of  interest  in  or 
compensation  received  from  an  entity 
listed  in  §  46.4  exceeds  $10,000  in  the 
preceding  calendar  year. 

(b)  The  written  statement  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  on  or  before 
April  30  of  each  year  immediately 
following  the  calendar  year  in  which  the 
person  held,  for  any  part  of  the  calendar 
year  the  interlocking  positions.  An 
original  and  two  (2)  copies  of  each 
written  statement  shall  be  Hied  with  the 
Commission.  Each  original  shall  be 
dated,  signed  by  the  person,  and  verified 
under  oath  in  accordance  with  §  1.31.60 
of  this  chapter.  Each  copy  shall  bear  the 
date  and  signature  that  appeared  on  the 
original  and  shall  be  complete  in  itself, 
but  the  signature  on  the  copies  may  be 
stamped  or  typed  and  the  notarial  seal 
may  be  omitted.  Such  statement  shall  be 
available  to  the  public  through  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Information. 

§  46.6  Identification  of  the  twenty  largest 
purchasers. 

(a)  On  or  before  January  31  of  each 
calendar  year,  each  public  utility  shall 
identify  purchasers  who  have  purchased 
(for  purposes  other  than  for  resale)  from 
the  public  utility  the  twenty  (20)  largest 
annual  amounts  of  electric  energy 
measured  in  kilowatt  hours  in  each  one 
of  the  three  (3)  calendar  years 
immediately  preceding  each  January  31. 

(b)  Each  public  utility  shall  file  with 
the  Commission  by  January  31  of  each 
year  the  list  of  purchasers  identified 
under  paragraph  (a).  The  list  shall 
contain  the  following  information  for 
each  purchaser 

(1)  Name  and  address  of  the 
purchaser,  and 

(2)  Total  kilowatt  hours  of  electric 
energy  purchased  by  the  purchaser 
during  the  subject  year. 

(c)  Each  public  utility  shall  notify  by 
January  31  of  each  year  each  purchaser 
which  has  been  identified  under 
paragraph  (a). 

(FR  Doc  79-33632  Filed  11-19-79  8:45  am) 
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18  CFR  Part  277 
[Docket  No.  RM80-e] 

Regulation  of  Natural  Gas  Sales  Under 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

summary:  The  proposed  rule  would 
implement  sections  315(b)  and  315(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA).  Section  315(b)  establishes  that 
the  purchaser  of  natural  gas  which  is 
subject  to  deregulation  under  section 
601(a)(1)(B)  of  die  NGPA  has  the  right  to 
a  bona  fide  offer  to  buy  such  natural  gas 
and  the  right  of  first  refusal  to  buy  such 
natural  gas  under  the  terms  of  an  offer 
made  by  the  purchaser  and  accepted  by 
a  third  party.  The  proposed  rule  in 
section  315(b)  establishes  the 
procedures  by  which  the  requirements 
of  the  bona  fide  ofier  and  right  of  first 
refusal  shall  be  satisfied.  Under  the 
authority  granted  in  section  315(c).  the 
Commission  has  prescribed  record 
keeping  requirements  pertaining  to  sales 
of  natural  gas  under  section  315  of  the 
NGPA. 

DATES:  Written  comments  are  due 
December  19. 1979.  Public  Hearing 
December  14. 1979;  requests  to 
participate  by  December  6, 1979. 
ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street.  N.E.,  Room  9310, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426.  Request  to 
participate  should  be  sent  to  the  same 
location.  The  location  and  room 
designation  of  the  hearing  will  be 
specified  at  a  later  date. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Maryjane  Reynolds,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Room  8000,  825  North 
Capitol  Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  (202)  357-8455. 

Bona  Fide  Offers;  Right  of  First 
Refusal;  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  and  Public  Hearing 

November  14. 1979. 

Background 

This  proposed  rule  w'ould  implement 
section  315(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978  (“NGPA”).  The  statute 
imposes  the  duty  upon  a  seller  to  make  a 
bona  fide  offer  for  the  continued  sale  of 
certain  categories  of  deregulated  natural 
gas  upon  the  expiration  of  the  contract. 

If  the  bona  fide  offer  is  rejected,  the 
statute  creates  a  right  of  first  refusal 
which  permits  the  original  purchaser  to 
match  the  terms  of  any  third  party  offer 
to  purchase  the  natural  gas. 


Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (NGA), 
natural  gas  became  dedicated  to 
interstate  commerce  upon  the 
commencement  of  sales  for  resale  in 
interstate  commerce.  Once  the  natural 
gas  was  dedicated,  its  sale  could  not  be 
terminated  tmtil  the  seller  had  obtained 
abandonment  authorization  fi’om  the  ' 
Commission  under  section  7(b)  of  the 
NGA.  Frequently,  producers  would  sell 
natural  gas  under  limited  term  contracts. 
However,  even  if  the  sales  contract 
covering  the  dedicated  volumes  expired 
or  terminated,  the  gas  had  to  continue  to 
flow  in  interstate  commerce  absent 
abandonment  authorization. 

Section  601(a)(1)(B)  of  the  NGPA 
exempts  from  NGA  regulation  natural 
gas  which  was  committed  or  dedicated 
to  interstate  commerce  on  November  8. 
1978,  if  a  final  determination  has  been 
made  by  a  jurisdictional  agency  that  the 
natural  gas  qualifies  as: 

(1)  High-cost  natural  gas  (section 
107(c)  (1).  (2).  (3).  and  (4)); 

(2)  New  natural  gas  (section  102(c)):  or 

(3)  New  onshore  production  gas. 
(section  103(c)). 

However,  the  seller  in  any  first  sale  of 
natural  gas  which  qualifies  for 
deregulation  under  section  601(a)(1)(B) 
(except  certain  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
(“OCS”)  gas)  must  comply  with  the  bona 
fide  offer/right  of  first  refusal 
requirements  of  Section  315(b).  The 
bona  fide  offer/right  of  first  refusal  does 
not  apply  to  natural  gas  committed  or 
dedicated  to  interstate  commerce  solely 
because  it  is  produced  from  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  (section  2(18)(A)  (i) 
natural  gas).  In  either  case,  the 
transportation  of  OCS  gas  remains 
subject  to  the  Commission’s 
transportation  certificate  authority 
under  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act.  Section  315(b)  requirements  do 
apply  to  OCS  gas  which  comes  within 
the  scope  of  both  sections  2(18)(A)  (i) 
and  (ii). 

Section  315(b)  assures  to  a  degree, 
that  natural  gas  supplies  will  continue  to 
flow  to  the  interstate  market  despite  the 
removal  of  certain  categories  of  natural 
gas  from  the  abandonment  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  Section  315(b)  requires  the 
seller  to  make  a  bona  fide  offer  to  the 
original  purchaser,  that  is,  the  purchaser 
who  was  entitled  to  receive  the  natural 
gas  under  section  2(18)(A)(ii)  of  the 
NGPA  on  November  8, 1978,  or  his 
successor.  The  section  further  grants  the 
original  purchaser  the  right  of  first 
refusal  of  the  first  offer  to  sell  such 
natural  gas  which  offer  has  been 
substantially  accepted  in  principle  by 
another  party  in  an  arms-length 
transaction.  The  bona  fide  offer  must  be 
made  every  time  the  contract  with  the 
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original  purchaser  expires  or  terminates. 
If  the  bona  Tide  offer  is  rejected,  the 
original  purchaser's  right  of  first  refusal 
arises.  In  other  words,  the  bona  fide 
offer  and  right  of  first  refusal  flow  with 
the  natural  gas  for  as  long  as  the  original 
purchaser  continues  to  be  the  purchaser 
of  the  natural  gas.  Assume  a  contract 
was  formed  as  a  result  of  negotiation 
between  the  seller  and  original 
purchaser,  but  the  negotiations  had 
followed  a  rejection  of  a  bona  fide  offer 
and  preceded  offer  substantially 
accepted  in  principle  with  a  third  party 
and  presented  to  the  original  purchaser 
for  exercise  of  its  right  of  first  refusal. 
Then  the  right  of  first  refusal  would 
arise  upon  termination  of  the  contract 
negotiated  following  rejection  of  the 
bona  fide  offer.  This  interpretation 
assures  an  original  purchaser,  who  is 
willing  to  meet  market  conditions, 
continued  access  to  the  natural  gas.  The 
Commission  believes  this  result  is 
essential  to  meet  the  legislative  intent  of 
section  315(b).  With  a  contrary 
interpretation  of  section  315(b),  the 
seller  could  eliminate  the  obligations 
concerning  the  right  of  first  refusal  by 
accepting  a  counter  offer  to  the  bona 
fide  offer. 

A.  Bona  Fide  Offers 

The  statute  does  not  deHne  a  bona 
fide  offer.  According  to  the  Statement  of 
Managers,  however,  at  the  minimum,  it 
must  contain  terms  a  purchaser  could 
lawfully  accept  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act.*  However,  the  intent  of  section 
601(a)(1)(D)  is  deregulation  of  nonprice 
terms  except  that  the  Commission  has 
specifically  been  granted  authority  to 
prescribe  minimum  contract  duration  for 
section  601(a)(1)(B)  natural  gas.  See. 
section  315(a).  In  light  of  these 
provisions,  the  Commission  does  not 
believe  it  is  proper  to  prescribe  the 
precise  terms  and  conditions  of  the  bona 
fide  offer  required  under  section  315(b). 

B.  Right  of  First  Refusal 

The  statute  provides  that  an  offer  for 
the  first  sale  of  these  certain  categories 
of  natural  gas  which  has  been 
substantially  accepted  in  principle  by 
another  person  in  an  arms-length 
transaction  must  be  offered  to  the 
original  purchaser.  If  the  original 
purchaser  is  willing  to  meet  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  offer  accepted  by 
the  third  party,  the  original  purchaser 
shall  be  entitled  to  purchase  such 
natural  gas. 

The  statute  requires  that  the  offer 
substantially  accepted  in  principle  by  a 
third  party  in  an  arms-length  transaction 


■  H.  Report  No.  95-1752.  9Sth  Cong.  2d  Sees,  at  111 
(1978). 


be  presented  to  the  original  purchaser 
for  the  right  of  Hrst  refusal.  In 
implementing  this  provision,  the 
Commission  must  balance  the  interests 
of  both  the  original  purchaser  and  the 
seller,  which  Congress  intended  to 
protect.  As  stated  previously,  section 
601(a)(1)(B)  indicates  Congress  wished 
to  remove  the  gas  from  non-price 
regulation  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

As  a  result,  the  seller,  by  negotiating  an 
arms-length  transaction  may  negotiate  a 
sale  which  reflects  the  economic 
conditions  of  the  market  place — up  to 
the  maximum  price  per  MMBtu 
established  by  Title  1.  However, 
Congress  was  also  concerned  that 
pipeline  (original)  purchasers,  which 
made  advanced  payments  or  invested 
capital  in  facilities  to  receive  gas, 
relying  on  the  NGA  which  provided  that 
such  gas  was  committed  and  dedicated 
to  them  until  abandonment,  have  an 
opportunity  to  continue  to  purchase 
such  natural  gas  if  they  are  willing  to 
meet  the  economic  market  conditions  for 
the  purchase  of  such  natural  gas.  It  is 
possible  that  an  offer  substantially 
accepted  by  a  third  party  may  contain 
conditions — e.g.,  delivery  point,  pressure 
and  rate  of  take — which  the  original 
purchaser  would  be  unable  to  accept 
because  of  situations  prevailing  on  its 
own  system  or  those  of  its  customers. 
Thus,  the  Commission  believes  that  the 
right  of  first  refusal  should  allow  the 
original  purchaser  who  accepts  the 
"offer  substantially  accepted  in 
principle  by  a  third  party"  to  receive  the 
natural  gas  at  the  delivery  point  and 
under  the  physical  conditions  of 
delivery  specified  in  the  previous 
contract  with  the  original  purchaser. 

It  is  possible  that  some  natural  gas 
which  would  be  subject  to  this  subpart 
has  been  sold  to  third  parties  in  the 
absence  of  a  Commission  rule  under 
section  315(b)  of  the  NGPA.  To  the 
extent  such  sales  have  been  made  the 
Commission  intends  to  allow  the 
original  purchaser  to  seek  appropriate 
relief  from  the  Commission.  See 
§  277.208. 

The  Commission  intends  to  make  this 
regulation  effective  as  of  the  date  the 
proposed  rule  is  issued,  except  in  those 
cases  where  the  purchaser  has  waived 
his  rights  under  §  315(b)  of  the  NGPA,  or 
where  the  seller  can  establish 
substantial  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  §  315(b)  which  the 
Commission's  rule  must  implement. 

Summary  of  Proposed  Regulation 

§  277.201.  The  purpose  of  Subpart  B  of 
Part  277  is  to  implement  section  315(b) 
of  the  NGPA  concerning  bona  fide  offers 
and  rights  of  first  refusal. 


§  277.2(^.  This  subpart  would  apply 
only  to  natural  gas  (1)  which  was 
committed  or  dedicated  to  interstate 
commerce  on  November  8, 1978  under 
section  2(18)(A)(ii)  of  the  NGPA;  (2)  for 
which  a  final  determination  has  l^en 
made  by  a  jurisdictional  agency  that  the 
natural  gas  is  high  cost  natural  gas 
under  section  107,  new  natural  gas 
under  section  102  or  new,  onshore 
production  under  section  103;  and  (3) 
which  would  be  subject  to  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  but  for  the  provisions  of  section 
601(a)(1)(B)  of  the  NGPA.  However,  the 
requirements  of  this  subpart  would  not 
apply  to  natural  gas  committed  or 
dedicated  to  interstate  commerce  solely 
because  it  is  OCS  gas. 

§  277.203.  The  definition  of  "subject 
contract”  reflects  the  variety  of 
circumstances  which  result  in  natural 
gas  being  "committed  or  dedicated  to 
interstate  commerce”  by  reason  of 
section  2(18)(A)(II).  First,  any  gas 
purchase  contract  between  the  seller 
and  the  original  purchaser  (unless  there 
has  been  a  lawful  intervening  sale  to  a 
third  party)  is  a  “subject  contract.” 
Second,  even  if  no  gas  purchase  contract 
presently  covers  the  natural  gas  after 
the  effective  date  of  section  601(a)(1)(B). 
an  earlier  contract  could  still  qualify  as 
a  subject  contract.  Finally,  the  flow  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
without  a  purchase  contract  can  result 
in  a  service  obligation  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  render  the  natural  gas 
"committed  or  dedicated  to  interstate 
commerce."  In  such  a  case,  the  contract 
implied  in  law  between  the  seller  and 
the  purchaser  is  a  subject  contract.  Any 
contract  which  implied  in  law  arises 
after  the  termination  date  of  a  subject 
contract  as  a  result  of  the  requirements 
of  §  277.207  is  excluded  fi'om  the 
definition. 

The  definition  of  "expiration  date  of  a 
subject  contract”  is  defined  as  the 
expiration  or  termination  date  of  the 
contract.  In  addition,  in  the  case  of  an 
implied  contract  arising  from  a  Natural 
Gas  Act  service  obligation,  the  date  of 
the  final  determination  which  removes 
the  obligation  by  operation  of  section 
601(a)(1)(B)  is  defined  as  being  the 
expiration  date. 

'The  “original  purchaser"  is  the 
beneficiary  of  the  rights  afforded  by 
section  315.  The  definition  incorporates 
by  reference  case  law  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  which  determines  which  person 
would  be  entitled  to  receive  the  natural 
gas. 

§  277.204.  This  section  of  Subpart  B 
would  prohibit  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
which  is  subject  to  this  subpart  in  a  first 
sale  to  a  third  person  until  the  bona  fide 
offer  and  right  of  first  refusal  obligations 
have  been  met.  Once  the  original 
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purchaser  has  rejected  both  the  bona 
fide  o^er  and  the  offer  substantially 
accepted  in  principle,  the  seller’s 
obligations  under  section  315  would  be 
satisfied. 

§  277.205.  Bona  Fide  Offer.  The 
proposed  rule  requires  that  the  seller 
make  a  bona  fide  offer  to  the  original 
purchaser.  Until  such  a  bona  fide  offer  is 
made,  the  natural  gas  must  continue  to 
be  sold  to  the  original  purchaser. 

The  bona  fide  offer  must  be  made, 
during  the  time  frame  established,  upon 
the  expiration  or  termination  of  the 
original  contract  for  sale  of  natural  gas 
between  the  seller  and  original 
purchaser,  or  any  subsequent  contract 
between  the  seller  and  the  original 
purchaser  or  a  successor  in  interest 
thereto. 

Where  a  final  determination  has  been 
made  that  natural  gas  qualifies  for  this 
subpart'at  least  45  days  before  the 
contract  (other  than  a  contract  implied 
in  law]  expires  or  terminates,  the 
proposed  rule  would  require  that  the 
bona  fide  offer  for  the  sale  of  the  natural 
gas  be  made  no  later  than  20  days 
before  expiration  of  the  contract.  In  all 
other  cases — where  final  determination 
is  made  less  than  45  days  prior  to 
expiration  or  termination  of  the  contract 
or  the  contract  is  a  contract  implied  in 
law — the  bona  fide  offer  would  have  to 
be  made  within  20  days  after  the  final 
determination.  See  §  277.205(b).  The 
Commission  recognizes  that  there  will 
be  cases  where  a  final  determination  is 
not  made  simultaneously  on  all  the 
dedicated  acreage  covered  by  the 
subject  contract.  However,  because  the 
20  days  is  only  an  outside  time  limit,  a 
single  bona  fide  offer  may  be  made 
which  covers  all  wells  for  which  a 
determination  has  been  made  as  well  as 
those  for  which  a  final  determination 
may  be  made  subsequently.  Thus, 
sellers  are  not  required  to  make  bona 
fide  offers  every  time  a  well,  not  subject 
to  an  existing  contract,  is  determined  to 
qualify  as  new  natural  gas.  high  cost 
natural  gas  or  new,  onshore  production. 

The  bona  fide  offer,  §  277.203(b), 
w'ould  be  required,  at  the  minimum,  to 
meet  the  terms  and  conditions  which  the 
interstate  pipeline  (original  purchaser) 
could  accept  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
Moreover,  the  bona  fide  offer  must  be 
sufficiently  definite  that  if  it  is  accepted 
by  the  original  purchaser,  it  will  result  in 
a  contract  binding  on  both  the  seller  and 
the  purchaser.  'The  Commission  believes 
that  a  less  firm  offer  would  not  achieve 
the  statutory  purpose — an  opportunity 
for  the  original  purchaser  to  enter  into  a 
contract  to  continue  to  purchase  the 
natural  gas.  Other  requirements  for  bona 
fide  offers,  e.g.,  how  made  and  how 


accepted  or  rejected,  are  set  forth  in 
proposed  §  277.205(c). 

§  277.206.  Right  of  first  refusal.  As 
stated  above,  the  proposed  rule  provides 
that  the  right  of  first  refusal  runs  with 
the  natural  gas  until  such  time  as  the 
natural  gas  has  been  sold  to  a  third 
party  by  virtue  of  the  original 
purchaser's  failure  to  exercise  its  right 
of  first  refusal.  See  proposed 
§  277.206(b). 

Proposed  paragraph  (b)  of  §  277.206 
requires  that  the  offer  subject  to  the 
right  of  first  refusal  shall  be  made  when 
the  offer  has  been  substantially 
accepted  in  principle  by  another  person 
in  an  arms-length  transaction.  However, 
offers  made  prior  to  the  rejection  of  a 
bona  fide  offer  would  not  trigger  this 
statutory  right.  The  seller  would  not  be 
required  to  find  a  third  party  purchaser. 
Rather,  the  seller  could  decide  to  shut-in 
the  production,  or  to  take  the  natural  gas 
for  its  own  use. 

An  offer  substantially  accepted  in 
principle  is  defined  in  proposed 
§  277.203(g).  It  requires  a  written  offer  to 
sell  natural  gas  and  written  acceptance 
thereof.  The  offer  must  be  sufficiently 
firm  that  a  binding  contract  with  the 
new  purchaser  will  result  if  the  right  of 
first  refusal  is  not  exercised.  Unlike  the 
bona  fide  offer,  the  offer  substantially 
accepted  in  principle  would  not  be 
required  to  meet  the  minimum 
requirements  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

Other  procedural  requirements 
governing  the  right  of  first  refusal  are 
found  in  proposed  paragraph  (c)  of 
§  277.205. 

Proposed  paragraph  (d)  would  allow 
the  original  purchaser  to  accept  an  offer 
substantially  accepted  in  principle 
without  changing  the  delivery  point  for 
the  natural  gas.  In  many  cases,  the  seller 
and  a  third  party  will  agree  to  a 
defferent  delivery  point  with 
corresponding  changes  in  delivery 
pressures.  However,  in  the 
Commission's  view,  the  original 
purchaser  would  retain  the  right  to 
receive  the  natural  gas  at  the  delivery 
point  specified  in  the  subject  contract 

§  277.207  Interim  protective  sales. 
Proposed  §  277.207  requires  that  gas 
subject  to  section  315(b)  of  the  NGPA 
which  was  produced  and  sold  on 
December  1, 1978,  must  continue  to  flow 
to  the  original  purchaser  until  the  bona 
fide  offer  requirements  of  §  277.205  have 
been  fulfilled,  unless  the  natural  gas  has 
been  subsequently  sold  to  a  third  party 
purchaser.  Such  gas  is  to  be  sold  under 
the  terms  and  conditions  existing  in  the 
contract  on  the  last  day  the  contract 
was  in  effect.  Thereafter,  pending 
exercise  of  right  of  first  refusal — that 
time  during  which  the  seller  may  be 
negotiating  a  third  party  offer 


substantially  accepted  in  principle — the 
seller  could  either  negotiate  an  interim 
sale  with  the  original  purchaser,  at  a 
price  accceptable  to  both  parties,  or 
shut-in  the  natural  gas.  The  Commission 
recognizes  that  those  sellers  subject  to 
this  subpart  and  which  are  not 
producers  may  not  have  the  ability  to 
discontinue  sales  pending  resolution  of 
negotiations  with  a  third  party.  To  the 
extent  this  proposed  rule  causes  a 
person  special  hardship,  inequity,  or 
unfair  distribution  of  burdens,  the 
person  may  seek  an  adjustment  to  the 
regulations,  pursuant  to  section  502(c)  of 
the  NGPA. 

§  277.208  Intervening  third  party 
sales.  When  the  seller  and  a  third  party 
purchaser  have  entered  into  a  contract 
to  sell  natural  gas  subject  to  this 
subpart,  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the 
final  rule,  the  bona  fide  offer/right  of 
first  refusal  requirements  are  deferred 
until  the  contract  with  the  third  party 
expires  or  is  terminated.  In  addition,  the 
original  purchaser  may  seek  other  relief 
from  the  Commission. 

Other provisioqs.  The  Commission 
recognizes  that  this  proposed  rule  may 
be  particularly  troublesome  to  a  captive 
seller —  one  whose  production  is 
connected  only  to  the  facilities  of  the 
original  purchaser.  The  proposed  rule 
allows  the  bona  fide  officer  to  be  made 
at  any  time,  including  a  time 
significantly  prior  to  the  expiration  of 
the  contract  with  the  original  purchaser. 
The  original  purchaser  has  20  days  from 
presentation  to  accept  or  reject  the  bona 
fide  offer.  At  any  time  after  rejection  of 
the  bona  fide  offer,  the  offer  for  first 
refusal  may  be  presented.  Therefore,  a 
captive  seller  could  negotiate  the 
contracts  in  sufficient  time  to  allow  for 
new  facilities  of  a  third  purchaser  to  be 
in  place  at  expiration  of  the  contract 
with  the  original  purchaser  which  has 
chosen  not  to  enter  into  a  new  contract 
with  the  seller. 

Section  315(b)  is  intended,  in  part,  to 
protect  the  ability  of  the  original 
purchaser  to  continue  to  purchase  the 
natural  gas  previously  committed  or 
dedicated  to  it.  If  an  original  purchaser 
determines  such  supplies  are  not 
necessary  or  is  otherwise  not  interested 
in  continuing  to  purchase  such  natural 
gas,  the  Commission  believes  the 
original  purchaser  should  be  entitled  to 
waive  its  rights  under  section  315(b). 
Waiver  would  release  the  seller  from 
unnecessary  obligation  under  this 
subpart.  Proposed  §  277.209  so  provides. 

In  lieu  of  exercising  its  right  to  require 
the  filing  of  contracts,  as  allowed  in 
section  315(c)  of  the  NGPA,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  prescribe  a 
record  keeping  requirement,  propose 
§  277.210.  It  assures  availability  of 
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records  necessary  for  determination  of 
compliance  with  section  315(b). 

Written  Comment  Procedures 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments,  data,  views  or 
arguments  with  respect  to  this  proposal. 
An  original  and  14  copies  should  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
All  comments  received  within  30  days  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  prior  to  promulgation  of 
final  regulations.  All  written 
submissions  will  be  placed  in  the 
Commission's  public  files  and  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
information,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  duriirg  r*- <?ular 
business  hours.  Comments  s'’ou,cl  be 
submitted  to  the  Federal  E:  rgv 
Regulatory  commissioi .  *125  North 
Capitol  Street,  II.E.,  U  uf.''ington,  D.C. 
20426,  and  should  raf(  .cnci  Docket  No. 
RMBO-O. 

Public  Hearing;  ’roi  "dnres 

A  public  hearing  concei.  iig  this 
proposal  will  be  Held  in  'Va  ‘'inj’ton, 

D.C.  on  December  14. 1979,  beginning  at 
9:30  a.m.,  and  will  continue  if  necessary 
on  the  following  day.  A  heuiing  room 
will  be  designated  on  December  10, 

1979,  and  will  be  posted  in  the  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000.  Any 
person  interested  in  this  proceeding  or 
representing  a  group  or  class  of  persons 
interested  in  this  proceeding  may  make 
a  presentation  at  the  hearing  provided  a 
written  request  to  participate  is  received 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
prior  to  4:30  p.m.,  December  6, 1979. 

Requests  to  participate  in  the  hearing 
should  include  a  reference  to  Docket  No. 
RM80-6,  as  well  as  a  concise  summary 
of  the  proposed  oral  presentation  and  a 
number  where  the  person  making  the 
request  may  be  reached  by  telephone. 
Prior  to  the  hearing,  each  person  tiling  a 
request  to  participate  will  be  contacted 
by  the  presiding  ofticer  or  his  designee 
for  scheduling  purposes.  At  least  five 
copies  of  the  statement  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  prior  to  4:00  p.m.,  on 
December  10, 1979.  The  presiding  ofticer 
is  authorized  to  limit  oral  presentation 
at  the  public  hearing  both  as  to  length 
and  as  to  substance.  Persons 
participating  in  the  public  hearing 
should,  if  possible,  bring  20  copies  of 
their  testimony  to  the  hearing. 

The  hearing  will  not  be  a  judicial  or 
evidentiary-type  hearing.  There  will  be 
no  cross-examination  of  persons 
presenting  statements.  However,  the 
panel  may  question  such  persons  and 
any  interested  person  may  submit 


questions  to  the  presiding  ofticer  to  be 
asked  of  persons  making  statements. 

The  presiding  ofticer  will  determine 
whether  the  question  is  relevant  and 
whether  the  time  limitations  permit  it  to 
be  presented.  If  time  permits,  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  initial  oral  statements, 
persons  who  have  made  oral  statements 
will  be  given  the  opportunity  to  make  a 
rebuttal  statement.  Any  further 
procedural  rules  will  be  announced  by 
the  presiding  ofticer  at  the  hearing.  A 
transcript  of  the  hearing  will  be  made 
available  at  the  Commission’s  Oftice  of 
Public  Information. 

(Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978,  Pub.  L  95- 
621,  92  Stat.  3350, 15  U.S.C.  S  3301,  et  seq.) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  amend 
(effective  November  14, 1979)  Part  277, 
3ubchapter  H,  Chapter  I  of  Title  18, 

Cod  of  Federal  Regulations,  as  set  forth 
below. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kf”ineth  F.  Plumb, 

Sfcretory. 

1.  Part  277  is  amended  by  adding  a 
Table  of  Contents  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  277— OTHER  PROVISIONS 
Subpart  A— Contract  Duration 

Sec. 

277.101  Duration  of  new  contracts  for  tirst 
sale  of  certain  OCS  gas. 

Subpart  B— Bona  Fide  Offers;  Right  of  First 
Refusal 

277.201  Purpose. 

277.202  Applicability. 

277.203  Definitions. 

277.204  General  rule. 

277.205  Bona  fide  offers. 

277.206  Right  of  first  refusal. 

277.207  Interim  protective  sales. 

277.208  Intervening  third  party  sales. 

277.209  Waiver  of  rights  under  this  subpart. 

277.210  Recordkeeping  requirements. 

Authority:  This  part  is  issued  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978, 15  U.S.C. 

§§  3301,  et  seq.  [formerly  cited  as  Pub.  L  95- 
621,  92  Stat.  3350]. 

2.  Part  277  is  further  amended  in  the 
text  of  the  regulations  by  adding  the  title 
Subpart  A — Contract  Duration 
immediately  preceding  the  text  of 

S  277.101. 

3.  Part  277  is  further  amended  by 
adding  a  new  Subpart  B  to  read  as 
follows: 

Subpart  B— Bona  Fide  Offers;  Right  of 
First  Refusal 

§277.201  Purpose. 

'The  purpose  of  this  subpart  is  to 
implement  section  315(b)  of  the  NGPA. 
This  subpart  requires  a  seller,  prior  to 
making  a  first  sale  of  certain  categories 


of  natural  gas  to  a  person  other  than  the 
original  purchasen 

(a)  To  make  a  bona  tide  offer  to  sell 
natural  gas  to  the  original  purchaser; 
and 

(b)  Upon  rejection  of  a  bona  tide  offer 
or  upon  expiration  or  termination  of  any 
contract  for  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
subject  to  this  subpart,  to  give  the 
original  purchaser  the  right  of  tirst 
refusal  of  the  tirst  offer  to  sell  such 
natural  gas,  if  such  offer  has  been 
substantially  accepted  in  principle  by 
another  person  in  an  arms-length 
transaction. 

§  277.202  Applicability. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  this  subpart  applies  to 
natural  gas  which: 

(1)  Was  committed  or  dedicated  to 
interstate  commerce  on  November  8, 
1978;  and 

(2)  Has  been  determined  to  be  high- 
cost  natural  gas,  or  new  natural  gas  or 
natural  gas  produced  from  any  new 
onshore  production  well;  and 

(3)  Would  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission 
thereunder  but  for  the  provisions  of 
section  601(a)(1)(B)  of  the  NGPA;  and 

(4)  Is  produced  on  or  after  December 
1, 1978. 

(b)  This  subpart  does  not  apply  to  any 
natural  gas  committed  or  dedicated  to 
interstate  commerce  solely  by  reason  of 
its  being  natural  gas  from  the  OCS  under 
section  2(18)(A)(i)  of  the  NGPA. 

§277.203  Dennitions. 

For  purposes  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  “Arms-length  transaction’’  means 
a  transaction  between  parties  with 
adverse  economic  interests.  Arms-length 
transactions  exclude  transactions 
between  affiliates  or  family  members. 

(b)  “Bona  tide  offer”  means  a  written 
offer  by  the  seller  to  the  original 
purchaser  which  would  be  legal  for  such 
purchaser  to  accept  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  which  is  sufficiently  firm 
that  if  accepted  by  the  original 
purchaser  would  result  in  a  binding 
contract  enforceable  by  the  seller  and 
the  purchaser. 

(c)  “Final  determination”  means  an 
eligibility  determination  which  has 
become  tinal  within  the  meaning  of 

§  273.102(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(d)  “High-cost  natural  gas”  means 
natural  gas  for  which  there  has  been  a 
final  determination  by  a  jurisdictional 
agency,  in  accordance  with  Parts  274 
and  275  of  this  chapter  that  it  is  high 
cost  natural  gas  described  in  section 
107(c)(1),  (2),  (3)  or  (4)  of  the  NGPA. 

(e)  “Natural  gas  produced  from  any 
new,  onshore  production  well”  means 
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natural  gas  for  which  there  has  been  a 
final  determination  by  a  jurisdictional 
agency,  in  accordance  with  Parts  274 
and  275  of  this  chapter,  that  it  is 
produced  from  any  new.  onshore 
production  W'ell  described  in  section 
103(c)  of  the  NGPA. 

(f)  “New  natural  gas"  means  natural 
gas  for  which  there  has  been  a  final 
determination  by  a  jurisdictional 
agency,  in  accordance  with  Parts  274 
and  275  of  this  chapter,  that  it  is  new 
natural  gas  described  in  section  102(c)  of 
the  NGPA. 

(g)  “Offer  substantially  accepted  in 
principle"  means  a  written  acceptance 
by  a  purchaser  (other  than  the  original 
purchaser)  of  a  written  offer  to  sell  the 
natural  gas.  The  written  offer  and 
acceptance  must  be; 

(1)  Subject  to  the  right  of  first  refusal: 
and 

(2)  Sufficiently  firm  such  that  if  the 
original  purchaser  rejects  the  written 
offer,  the  written  offer  and  acceptance 
by  a  purchaser  (other  than  the  original 
purchaser)  would  result  in  a  contract 
which  is  binding  on  the  seller  and  that 
purchaser. 

(h)  “Subject  contract”  means  a 
contract  for  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
subject  to  tliis  subpart  which: 

(1)  Was  in  effect  on  or  after  December 
1. 1978:  and 

(2}(i)  Is  between  the  seller  and  the 
original  purchaser  unless  there  has  been 
an  intervening  sale  to  a  third  party 
which  followed  the  rejection  of  a  bona 
fide  offer  and  a  rejection  by  the  original 
purchaser  of  an  offer  substantially 
accepted  in  principle  in  accordance  with 
§  277.206(d):  or 

(ii)  Is  implied  in  law  as  arising  from 
the  seller's  service  obligation  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (excluding  any  interim 
service  obligation  arising  from  this 
subpart  or  section  315  of  the  NGPA). 

(i)  "Expiration  date  of  a  subject 
contract"  means: 

(1)  In  the  case  of  a  contract  implied  in 
law.  the  date  of  a  final  determination 
that  the  natural  gas  covered  by  the 
subject  contract  qualifies  as  high  cost 
natural  gas,  natural  gas  produced  from 
any  new,  onshore  production  well,  or 
new  natural  gas; 

(2)  in  all  other  cases,  the  expiration  or 
termination  date  of  the  subject  contract 

(j)  “Original  purchaser"  means  the 
person  who  would  be  entitled  to  receive 
natural  gas  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
but  for  the  provisions  of  section 
601(a)(1)(B)  of  the  NGPA.  (The  original 
purchaser  may  be  a  successor  in  interest 
to  the  person  which  had  the  right  to 
receive  the  natural  gas  on  November  8, 
1978). 


(k)  ‘Third  party  purchaser”  means  a 
person  that  purchases  the  natural  gas 
subject  to  this  subpart  fi'om  the  seller, 
w'ho  has  economic  interests  adverse 
from  those  of  the  seller  and  who  is  not: 

(1)  The  original  purchaser,  or 

(ii)  An  affiliate  of  the  seller,  or 

(iii)  A  member  of  the  seller’s  family. 

§  277.204  General  rule. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  §  277.208,  no 
seller  shall  make  a  first  sale  of  natural 
gas  subject  to  this  subpart  to  any 
purchaser  other  than  the  original 
purchaser  until  the  original  purchaser 
has  both  rejected  a  bona  fide  offer  in 
accordance  with  §  277.205(c)  and  has 
rejected  an  offer  substanlially  accepted 
in  principle  in  accordance  with 

§  277.206(c). 

(b)  Once  the  original  purchaser  has 
both  rejected  a  bona  fide  offer  in 
accordance  with  §  277.205(c)  and  has 
rejected  an  offer  substantially  accepted 
in  principle  in  accordance  with 

§  277.206(c).  and  the  sale  to  a  third  party 
purchaser  has  been  made  under  the 
offer  substantially  accepted  in  principle 
and  rejected  by  the  original  purchaser, 
the  requirements  of  this  subpart  no 
longer  apply  to  the  first  sale  of  the 
natural  gas. 

§  277.205  Bona  fide  offers. 

(a)  General  rule.  Except  as  provided 
in  §  277.208,  deliveries  of  natural  gas  to 
an  original  purchaser  under  a  subject 
contract  may  not  be  discontinued  unless 
a  bona  fide  offer  which  complies  with 
this  section  has  been  rejected  by  the 
original  purchaser  under  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section. 

(b)  Tinne  for  making  the  bona  fide 
offer.  (1)  Determination  more  than  45 
days  before  contract  expiration.  With 
respect  to  the  natural  gas  subject  to  this 
subpaid  and  for  which  the  final 
determination  that  the  natural  gas 
qualifies  as  high-cost  natural  gas,  new 
natural  gas  or  new,  onshore  production 
was  made  43  days  or  more  before  the 
expiration  date  of  the  subject  contract 
(other  than  a  contract  implied  in  law) 
the  bona  fide  offer  shall  be  made  no 
later  than  20  days  prior  to  the  expiration 
date  of  the  subject  contract. 

(2)  Determination  less  than  45  days 
before  contract  e.xpiration.  In  all  other 
cases,  the  offer  shall  be  made  no  later 
than  20  days  after  a  final  determination 
is  made  that  the  natural  gas  qualifies  as 
high-cost  natural  gas.  new  natural  gas  or 
natural  gas  produced  from  any  new, 
onshore  production  well. 

(c)  Offen  acceptance;  rejection.  The 


written  bona  fide  offer  shall  be  made  by 
sending  it  to  the  original  purchaser  by 
U.S.  mail,  certified,  and  return  receipt 
requested.  The  original  purchaser  shall 
have  20  days  from  receipt  to  accept  the 
bona  fide  offer.  The  bona  fide  offer  shall 
be  rejected  by  a  written  refusal  to 
accept  it.  Any  counteroffer  to  the  bona 
fide  offer  made  by  the  original  purchaser 
shall  constitute  a  rejection  of  the  bona 
fide  offer.  If  the  bona  fide  offer  is  not 
accepted  or  rejected  within  20  days,  it 
shall  be  deemed  rejected.  The  bona  fide 
offer,  if  accepted,  shall  be  accepted  in 
writing.  It  shall  be  deemed  accepted 
when  signed  and  placed  in  the  U.S.  mail, 
certified,  return  receipt  requested. 

§  277.206  Right  of  first  refusal. 

(a)  Genera!  rule.  The  seller  shall 
present  any  offer  substantially  accepted 
in  principle  by  a  third  person  in  an 
arms  length  transaction  to  the  original 
purchaser  for  exercise  of  its  right  of  first 
refusal.  The  offer  shall  be  presented  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Time  for  making  the  offer.  Except 
as  provided  in  §  277.208,  the  seller  shall 
present  the  offer  described  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  to  the  origi.nal 
purchaser,  for  the  exercise  of  its  right  of 
first  refusal  at  the  later  of: 

(1)  The  time  when  the  offer  is 
substantially  accepted  in  principle;  or 

(2)  The  time  when  the  bona  fide  offer 
is  rejected. 

(c)  Offer,  acceptance;  rejection.  The 
offer  described  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  shall  be  made  by  sending  it  to 
the  original  purchaser  by  U.S.  mail, 
certified,  return  receipt  requested.  The 
original  purchaser  shall  have  20  days 
from  receipt  to  accept  the  offer.  The 
offer  shall  be  rejected  by  a  written 
refusal  to  accept  it.  Any  counteroffer  to 
the  offer  made  by  the  original  purchaser, 
except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section,  shall  constitute  a  rejection. 

If  the  offer  is  not  accepted  or  rejected 
within  20  days,  it  shall  be  deemed 
rejected.  The  offer,  if  accepted,  shall  be 
accepted  in  writing.  It  shall  be  deemed 
accepted  when  it  is  signed  and  placed  in 
the  U.S.  mail,  certified,  return  receipt 
requested. 

(d)  Delivery  point  under  an  accepted 
offer.  Notwithstanding  any  contrary 
provision  of  an  offer  substantially 
accepted  in  principle,  the  original 
purchaser  that  accepts  the  offer  shall  (at 
its  option)  have  the  right  to  receive  the 
natural  gas  at  the  delivery  point  and 
under  the  physical  conditions  of 
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delivery  speciHed  in  the  subject 
contract. 

§  277.207  Interim  protective  sales. 

(a)  General  rule.  Except  as  provided 
in  §  277.208,  after  the  expiration  date  of 
a  subject  contract,  any  natural  gas 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  subpart 
shall  continue  to  be  sold  to  the  original 
purchaser  until  the  requirements  of 

§  277.205  (concerning  bona  fide  offers) 
have  been  met. 

(b)  Conditions  of  sale.  Natural  gas 
sold  to  the  original  purchaser  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  be 
sold  under  the  terms  and  conditions 
prevailing  in  the  subject  contract  on  the 
last  day  the  contract  was  in  effect, 
except  that  the  seller  may  charge  no 
more  than  the  price  paid  by  the  original 
purchaser  on  the  day  before  the  final 
determination  was  made. 

§  277.208  Intervening  third  party  sales. 

(a)  Applicability.  This  section  applies 
to  natural  gas  to  which  this  subpart 
applies  if: 

(1)  The  applicable  subject  contract 
has  expired,  and 

(2)  Such  gas  is  covered  by  a  first  sale 
contract  between  the  seller  and  a  third 
party  purchaser,  entered  into  after  the 
final  determination  and  prior  to  the  date 
this  rule  was  issued  as  a  proposed  rule. 

(b)  Relief.  The  original  purchaser  may 
apply  not  later  than  January  15, 1980,  to 
the  Commission  for  such  relief  as  the 
Commission  may  determine  appropriate. 

§  277.209  Waiver  of  rights  under  this 
subpart 

(a)  General  rule.  The  original 
purchaser  may  voluntarily  waive  its 
right  to  a  bona  fide  offer  under  §  277.205 
or  its  right  of  first  refusal  under 

§  277.206  or  both  rights. 

(b)  Method  of  waiver.  Waiver  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  must  be  in 
writing  and  signed  by  the  original 
purchaser. 

§  277.210  Recordkeeping  requirements. 

All  sellers  of  natural  gas  which  is 
subject  to  this  subpart  must  retain 
copies  of  all  bona  fide  offers  under 
§  277.205  and  offers  to  the  original 
purchasers  to  satisfy  the  original 
purchaser's  right  of  first  refusal  under 
§  277.206.  The  sellers  and  purchasers  of 
natural  gas  which  is  subject  to  this 
subpart  must  also  retain  all  other 
documents  created  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  business  and  which  relate  to 
this  subpart. 

(Fit  Doc  79-35667  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  ani| 

BILUNO  CODE  64S0-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Highway  Administration 

Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration 

23  CFR  Part  771 

49  CFR  Part  662 

[FHWA  Docket  No.  79-26] 

Environmental  Impact  and  Related 
Procedures 

AGENCIES:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA)  and  Urban 
Mass  Transportation  Administration 
(UMTA),  DOT. 

action:  Extension  of  Comment  Period. 


summary:  In  the  Federal  Register  of 
October  15. 1979  (44  FR  59438),  FHWA 
and  UMTA  issued  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  concerning  the  coordinated 
responses  of  the  two  agencies  to  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
(CEQ)  regulations  implementing  the 
procedural  provisions  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  and  to  the 
implementing  procedures  issued  by  the 
Department  of  Transportation. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until 
November  14, 1979  to  submit  comments. 
Because  of  extensive  interest  in  this 
action,  a  new  closing  date  for  comments 
has  been  established  and  is  set  out 
below. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  December  3, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Submit  written  comments, 
preferably  in  triplicate,  to  FHWA 
Docket  No.  79-26,  Federal  Highway 
Administration,  Room  4205,  HCC-10,  400 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C, 
20590.  All  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  examination  at  the  above 
address  between  7:45  a.m.  and  4:15  p.m. 
ET,  Monday  through  Friday.  Those 
desiring  notification  of  receipt  of 
comments  must  include  a  self-addressed 
stamped  postcard. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

FHWA:  Dale  Wilken,  Office  of 
Environmental  Policy,  202-426-0106,  or 
Irwin  Schroeder,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  202-526-0791.  Office  hours  for 
FHWA  are  from  7:45  a.m.  to  4:15  p.m. 

ET,  Monday  through  Friday.  UMTA: 
Peter  Benjamin,  Office  of  Transit 
Assistance,  202-472-2435,  or  John 
Collins,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  202- 
426-1906.  Office  hours  for  UMTA  are 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  ET,  Monday 
through  Friday. 


Dated:  November  13, 1979. 

John  S.  Hassell,  Jr., 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Highway 
Administration. 

Lillian  C.  Liburdi, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator,  Urban  Mass 
Transportation  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35520  Filed  11-16-79  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the 
Army 

33  CFR  Part  204 

Small  Arms  Range,  Great  Lakes,  III.; 
Danger  Zone 

agency:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
DoD. 

ACTION:  Proposed  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Corps  of  Engineers 
proposes  to  revise  the  regulations  which 
establish  a  danger  zone  at  the  small 
arms  range  adjacent  to  the  U.S.  Naval 
Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois. 
The  revision  is  necessary  to 
accommodate  the  current  training  and 
practice  routine  at  the  range. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
December  20, 1979. 

address:  HQDA,  DAEN-CWO-N, 
Washington,  D.C.  20314. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Ralph  T.  Eppard,  Telephone 
(202)272-0200. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Regulations  have  been  promulgated  by 
the  Department  of  the  Army  in  33  CFR 
204.175  on  30  January  1951  to  establish  a 
danger  zone  for  a  small  arms  range  on 
Lake  Michigan  approximately  2  miles 
south  of  the  entrance  to  Waukegan 
Harbor,  Illinois.  These  amendments 
affect  paragraph  (b)  by  eliminating  the 
buoys  used  on  the  north  and  south 
points  on  the  eastern  limits  of  the  range 
and  to  delete  the  requirement  for 
streamers  to  be  displayed  when  firing  is 
in  progress.  Red  warning  flags  will  be 
flown  when  firing  is  conducted  at  the 
range.  When  firing  rifles  at  the  range, 
spotters  will  be  employed  on  the  lake 
shore  to  observe  the  impact  area  and 
suspend  shooting  if  any  craft  enters  the 
danger  zone.  It  should  be  noted  that  all 
fire  is  intended  to  impact  into  the  berms 
and  not  impact  into  the  lake.  Only  an 
errant  round  or  ricochet  would  impact 
into  the  lake. 

Accordingly,  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  proposes  to  amend  33  CFR 
204.175(b)  as  set  forth  below: 
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§  204.175  Lake  Michigan:  Small  arms 
range  adjacent  to  U.S.  Naval  Training 
Center,  Great  Lakes,  IH. 

*  •  •  •  « 

(b)  The  regulations.  (1)  When  firing 
affecting  the  danger  zone  is  in  progress, 
the  enforcing  agency  will  post  guards  at 
such  locations  that  the  waters  in  the 
danger  zone  may  be  observed  and 
arrange  signals  whereby  these  guards 
may  stop  the  firing  should  any  person  or 
vessel  be  seen  in  the  waters  of  the 
danger  zone.  When  firing  is  in  progress, 
the  enforcing  agency  will  cause  red  flags 
to  be  displayed  on  shore  near  the  rifle 
butts,  which  may  be  readily  discernible 
to  a  person  in  a  vessel  within  the  danger 
zone. 

*  «  *  *  * 

(3)  If  such  flags  are  displayed  it  will 
indicate  that  firing  is  in  progress,  and 
that  the  waters  in  the  danger  zone  are 
subject  to  impact  by  rounds  missing  or 
ricocheting  off  the  impact  berm  and 
should  not  be  entered  until  the  flags  are 
owered. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(5)  Deleted. 

***** 

Authority.— (40  StaL  266;  33  U.S.C  1)  and 
(40  Stat.  892;  33  U.S.C.  3). 

Notes. — ^The  Chief  of  Engineers  has 
determined  that  this  regulation  will  not 
impose  unnecessary  burdens  on  the  economy 
or  on  individuals  and  therefore,  is  not 
significant  for  the  purposes  of  E.0. 12044.  A 
regulatory  analysis  is  not  required. 

Dated:  November  7, 1979. 

Foirest  T.  Gay  UI. 

Colonel  Corps  of  Engineers,  Executive 
Director,  Engineer  Staff. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-3SS1S  Filwi  ll-lS-78:  a45  ara) 

BILLING  CODE  3710-92-M 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 
[FRL  1361-2] 

State  and  Federal  Administrative 
Orders  Revising  the  Michigan  State 
Implementation  Plan 

agency:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Propiosed  Rule:  Proposed 
Approval  of  Revision. 

SUMMARY:  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (USEPA)  proposes  to 
approve  Michigan  Air  Pollution  Control 
Commission’s  request  for  a  revision  to 
the  Michigan  State  Implementation  PLan 
(SIP).  The  revision  is  a  Final  Order 
issued  by  the  Michigan  Air  Pollution 
Control  Commission  (MAPCC).  The 
Final  Order  was  the  result  of  the 


Stipulation  and  Consent  Order  entered 
into  by  the  Consumers  Power  Company 
and  the  Air  Quality  Division  of  the 
Michigan  Department  of  Natural 
Resources.  TTie  Order  extends  the  date 
by  which  the  Company  is  required  to 
bring  sulfur  dioxide  emissions  from 
coal-fired  boilers  at  its  J.H.  Campbell 
Plant  located  in  the  Township  of  Port 
Sheldon,  Ottawa  County,  Michigan,  into 
compliance  with  certain  regulations 
contained  in  the  federally  approved 
Michigan  State  Implementation  Plan 
(SIP).  The  Order  extends  the  date  for 
compliance  from  January  1, 1980  to 
January  1, 1985.  Any  Order  which  has 
been  issued  to  a  major  source  and 
extends  the  SIP  compliance  date  for 
meeting  the  sulfur  dioxide  emission 
limitations  must  be  approved  by  USEPA 
before  it  becomes  effective  as  a  SIP 
revision  under  the  Clean  Air  Act.  42 
U.S.C.  7410.  If  approved  by  USEPA,  the 
extension  will  constitute  a  revision  to 
the  SIP.  The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to 
invite  public  comment  on  USEPA's 
proposed  approval  of  the  MAPCC  Order 
dated  June  25, 1979. 

DATE:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  by  December  19, 1979. 
ADDRESSES:  Please  send  comments  to: 
Steve  Rothblatt,  Chief,  Air  Programs 
Branch,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  V,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

The  State  Order,  supporting  material 
and  public  comment  received  in 
response  to  this  notice  may  be  inspected 
and  copied  (for  appropriate  charges] 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
above  address  or  at:  Michigan 
Department  of  Natural  Resources,  Air 
Quality  Division,  State  Secondary 
Complex,  General  Office  Building,  7150 
Harris  Drive,  P.O.  Box  30028,  Lansing, 
Michigan  48909. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joel  Morbito,  Air  and  Hazardous  " 
Materials  Division,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago.  Illinois  60604  (312)  88&- 
6059. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Consumers  Power  Company  uses  coal 
as  fuel  in  its  electrical  generating 
facility,  commonly  knowm  as  the 
Campbell  Plant  in  the  towmship  of  Port 
Sheldon,  Ottawa  County,  Michigan. 

On  January  17, 1978  the  Michigan  Air 
Pollution  Control  Commission 
(Commission)  received  Consumers 
Power  Company’s  (Consumers)  request 
to  defer  compliance  with  the  sulfur 
dioxide  emission  standards  specified  in 
Tables  3  and  4  of  Rule  336.49  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  for 
Air  Pollution  Control.  Consumers 


requested  that  compliance  be  deferred 
from  January  1, 1980  to  January  1, 1985. 

Rule  336.49  sets  sulfur  dioxide 
emission  limitations  for  power  plants  in 
the  State  of  Michigan.  Rule  336.49(1) 
allows  for  deferred  compliance  if  power 
plant  emissions  do  not  create  or 
contribute  to  an  ambient  level  of  sulfur 
dioxide  in  excess  of  the  applicable  air 
quality  standards.  Rule  336.49(2) 
prohibits  exceptions  to  the  limitations  of 
Table  3  beyond  January  1, 1980  unless 
authorization  is  granted  by  the 
Commission. 

In  accordance  with  Rule  336.49(2) 
Consumers  applied  for  an  extension  of 
the  January  1, 1980  compliance  date  for 
sulfur  dioxide  emissions.  In  its 
application  Consumers  requested  that 
the  compliance  date  be  extended  to 
January  1, 1985,  and  provided 
information  and  demonstrations  which 
were  required  by  Rules  336.141-147. 

As  a  result  of  Consumers’  application 
a  public  hearing  was  held  May  15, 1979 
on  proposed  Consent  Order  APC  No.  05- 
1979  entered  into  by  Consumers  and  the 
Air  Quality  Division  of  Michigan’s 
Department  of  Natural  Resources.  There 
was  testimony  that  the  proposed  Order 
did  not  appear  to  contain  any  interim 
reduction  for  the  twenty-four  hour 
average  of  sulfur  dioxide  emissions,  and 
that  the  air  quality  models  and 
meteorological  data  did  not  take  into 
account  the  gradient  onshore  and  lake 
breeze  fumigation  effects.  The 
Commission  authorized  the  entrance  of 
the  Order  with  the  provision  that  the 
problem  with  the  air  quality  modeling 
study  be  resolved. 

The  Order  extended  the  compliance 
date  for  meeting  sulfur  dioxide  emission 
limitations  to  January  1, 1985.  The 
Commission  stated  in  the  Order  that  if 
Consumers  complied  with  the  terms  of 
the  proposed  Order,  the  extension 
would  not  interfere  with  the  attainment 
or  maintenance  of  the  National  Ambient 
Air  Quality  Standards  for  any  pollutant. 
The  proposed  Order  was  thereafter 
stipulated  on  June  22, 1979  as  a  Consent 
Order  between  Consumers  and  the  Air 
Quality  Division  of  Michigan’s 
Department  of  Natural  Resources.  On 
June  25, 1979  the  Consent  Order  was 
issued  by  the  Michigan  Air  Pollution 
Control  Commission  as  the 
Commission’s  Final  Order. 

'The  Final  Order  rescinds  and 
supersedes  Performance  Contract  No. 
973-10  and  extends  the  compliance  date 
for  meeting  the  sulfur  dioxide  emission 
limitations  of  Commission  Rule  336.49  to 
January  1, 1985.  The  Order  also  contains 
provisions  by  which  it  may  be  modified 
or  revoked.  Under  the  Order  Consumers 
must  comply  with  the  following  program 
and  time  schedule  for  the  control  of 
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sulfur  dioxide  emissions  from  the 
Campbell  Plant: 

A.  Sulfur  Dioxide  Emission  Limitations 

(1)  Beginning  on  January  1, 1980  and 
continuing  to  January  1. 1985,  fuel 
burned  at  the  Campbell  Plant  shall  not: 

(a)  On  an  annual  average  exceed  3.05 
percent  sulfur  content  by  weight  at 
12,000  Btu/pound  of  coal. 

tb)  Result  in  sulfur  dioxide  emissions 
greater  than  490  tons  on  any  calendar 
day.  This  emission  limitation  is  the 
equivalent  of  burning  coal  which 
averages  3.82  percent  sulfur  content  by 
weight  at  12,000  Btu/pound  of  coal  and 
650  megawatts  net  load  for  24  hours. 

(c)  On  a  daily  average  result  in 
emissions  of  sulfur  dioxide  greater  than 
a  rate  of  7.0  pounds  per  million  Btu  he^t 
input. 

(2)  After  January  1, 1985,  emissions  of 
sulfur  dioxide  from  the  Campbell  Plant 
shall  not  exceed  the  levels  prescribed  in 
Tables  3  and  4  of  Rule  336.49,  unless  an 
alternative  date  for  compliance  with  the 
levels  is  established  by  the  Commission. 

B.  Sulfur  Dioxide  Control  Program 

(1)  By  January  1, 1980,  the  Company 
shall  submit  to  the  Commission  an 
acceptable  control  strategy  which  shall 
provide  for  compliance  with  Section 
A(2)  of  this  Order. 

(2)  If  the  Company  elects  to  bum  low 
sulfur  coal  as  the  method  of  control,  the 
Company  shall  be  January  1, 1981,  and 
by  each  January  1  for  the  following  three 

(3)  years: 

(a)  Notify  the  Commission  that  it  has 
under  contract  or  contract  option  the  ^ 
low  sulfur  coal  necessary  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  Section  A(2)  of  this 
Order:  or 

(b)  Notify  the  Commission,  with 
acceptable  explanation,  that  adequate 
quantities  of  low  sulfur  coal  are 
available  for  acquisition  for  use  in  the 
Campbell  Plant  by  January  1, 1985. 

(3)  If  low  sulfur  coal  is  chosen  as  the 
method  of  control  the  Company  shall 
notify  the  Commission  of  the  signing  of 
any  contracts  for  such  coal  within  thrity 
(30)  days  of  their  signing. 

(4)  If  the  Company  elects  a  control 
strategy  other  than  low  sulfiu*  coal 
burning,  a  report  on  the  method  of 
control  (including  increments  of 
progress]  shall  be  provided  to  the 
Commission  by  January  1, 1980.  If  a 
control  strategy  other  than  low  sulfur 
coal  burning  is  submitted,  it  is  the  intent 
of  the  Company  and  the  Commission  to 
incorporate  the  elements  of  the  control 
strategy  into  either  a  new  or  amended 
order. 

(5)  By  January  1, 1981,  and  by  each 
January  1  for  the  following  three  (3] 
years,  the  Company  shall  submit  to  the 


Commission  a  report  of  the  Company's 
progress  toward  complying  with  the 
order.  Any  developments  which  would 
preclude  compliance  with  any  provision 
of  this  Order  shall  be  immediately 
reported  in  writing  to  the  Commission. 

C.  Monitoring  and  Data  Reporting 

(1)  The  Company  shall  operate  two  (2) 
ambient  sulfur  dioxide  monitors  around 
the  Campbell  Plant  in  such  maimer  and 
at  such  locations  as  reasonably 
specified  by  the  Chief  of  the  Air  Quality 
Division  of  the  Department  of  Natural 
Resources  (hereinafter  “Staff).  To 
measure  the  air  quality  impact  of  the 
Campbell  Plant  under  lake  breeze 
fumigation  conditions,  the  Company 
shall  operate  an  additional  six  (6) 
ambient  sulfur  dioxide  monitors  at  such 
locations  around  the  Campbell  Plant  as 
reasonably  specified  by  the  Staff. 

(2)  The  Company  shall  perform  a 
weekly  sulfur  analysis  of  fuel  burned  in 
the  Campbell  Plant  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  specified  in  Appendix  A. 

(3)  The  Company  shall  by  January  1, 
1980,  install  and  place  in  operation  stack 
gas  emission  monitor(s]  for  measuring 
sulfur  dioxide  that  meets  the 
performance  specifications  of  Appendix 
B  of  40  CFR  Part  60  (1977). 

(4)  The  Company  shall  demonstrate 
the  adequacy  of  the  stack  gas  sulfur 
dioxide  monitor(s)  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  specified  in  Appendix  B 
of  40  CFR  Part  60  (1977). 

(5)  For  each  calendar  day  during 
which  the  stack  gas  sulfur  dioxide 
monitor(s]  has  been  inoperative  for  12 
consecutive  hours,  the  Company  shall 
conduct  a  daily  analysis  of  the  coal 
burned  at  the  Campbell  Plant  according 
to  the  procedures  specified  in  Appendix 
A.  This  daily  analysis  shall  be 
discontinued  only  after  the  stack  gas 
sulfur  dioxide  monitor(s)  has  operated 
acceptably  for  12  consecutive  hours 
during  a  calendar  day. 

(6)  The  Company  shall  report  to  the 
Staff  sulfur  dioxide  emissions  in  terms 
of  pounds  of  sulfur  dioxide  per  million 
Btu  heat  input  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  specified  in  Appendix  B  of 
40  CFR  Part  60  (1977). 

(7)  The  Company  shall  submit  to  the 
Staff  data  from  the  aforementioned 
ambient  air  quality  monitors,  stack  gas 
monitor(s)  and  fuel  sulfur  analysis  in 
such  format  and  at  such  inter\'als  as 
reasonably  specified. 

(8)  During  1979  and  at  approximately 
18-month  intervals  thereafter,  the 
Company  shall  conduct  periodic 
particulate  emission  tests  for  each  unit 
of  the  Campbell  Plant.  The  tests  shall  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with 
Commission  approved  procedures. 


(9)  The  monitoring  and  reporting 
requirements  specified  in  or  pursuant  to 
subsections  C(l)  through  (8)  shall  be, 
upon  request  of  the  Company,  reviewed 
by  the  Commission  and  modified  if  the 
Commission  finds  such  modifications 
are  justified. 

D.  Lake  Breeze  Fumigation  Study 

The  Company  shall  conduct  a  lake 
breeze  fumigation  study  to  determine 
the  effects  of  onshore  wind  flow  upon 
ambient  sulfur  dioxide  concentrations 
resulting  from  operation  of  the  Campbell 
Plant,  ll^e  study  shall  cover  the  period 
of  April  through  September  1980,  and 
shall  be  conducted  in  accordance  with 
the  scope  description  in  Appendix  B  of 
this  Order.  A  report  of  the  preliminary 
results  of  the  study  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Staff  by  April  1, 1981.  A  report  of  the 
final  results  of  the  study  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Staff  by  August  1. 1981. 

Appendix  A — Fuel  Analysis  Procedures 

1.  Weekly  Fuel  Analysis 

a.  A  minimum  of  three  equally  spaced 
grab  samples  of  the  coal  burned  at  the 
Campbell  Plant  shall  be  taken  each 
calendar  day. 

b.  A  composite  coal  sample  shall  be 
prepared  from  the  grab  samples 
according  to  ASTM  or  equivalent 
methods  for  each  calendar  day  that  the 
daily  fuel  analysis  is  required. 

c.  The  weekly  composite  coal  sample 
shall  be  analyzed  for  sulfur  and  heat 
(Btu)  content  according  to  ASTM  or 
equivalent  procedures  approved  by  the 
Chief  of  the  Air  Quality  Division. 

2.  Daily  Fuel  Analysis 

a.  In  the  event  the  stack  gas  sulfur 
dioxide  monitor(s)  has  been  inoperative 
for  a  period  of  12  consecutive  hours,  a 
minimum  of  two  equally  spaced  grab 
samples  of  the  coal  burned  at  the 
Campbell  Plant  shall  be  taken  daring 
each  eight  hour  work  shift.  This 
sampling  procedure  shall  continue  until 
the  monitor  has  operated  acceptably  for 
a  period  of  12  consecutive  hours. 

b.  A  composite  coal  sample  shall  be 
prepared  from  the  grab  samples 
according  to  ASTM  or  equivalent 
methods  for  each  calendar  day  that  the 
daily  fuel  analysis  is  required. 

c.  The  composite  coal  sample  shall  be 
analyzed  for  sulfur  and  heat  (Btu) 
content  according  to  ASTM  or 
equivalent  methods  approved  by  the 
Chief  of  the  Air  Quality  division. 

Appendix  B — Lake  Breeze  Fumigation 
Study — Scope  Description 

The  lake  breeze  fumigation  study 
shall  consist  of  five  phases  as  follows: 

I.  Meteorological  Data  Collection — 
Data  shall  be  collected  with  an  on-site 
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meteorological  tower  and  an  acoustic 
sounder.  Descriptions  of  the  data  to  be 
collected  are  included  in  Attachment  I 
to  this  Appendix.  This  phase  shall 
include  meteorological  data  from  June 
1977  to  September  1980. 

II.  Ambient  Monitor  Site  Selection — 
The  meteorological  data  collected  in 
Phase  I  shall  be  used  in  conjunction 
with  appropriate  modeling  studies  to 
determine  the  location  of  the  six 
ambient  sulfur  dioxide  monitors 
required  to  measure  maximum  impact  of 
the  Campbell  Plant  during  lake  breeze 
fumigation  conditions.  The  locations  of 
the  monitors  shall  be  approved  by  the 
Air  Quality  Division. 

III.  Ambient  Data  Collection — 
Following  the  installation  of  the  sulfur 
dioxide  monitors,  concurrent 
meteorological  and  ambient  sulfur 
dioxide  data  shall  be  collected.  Data 
collection  shall  begin,  weather  and 
equipment  availability  permitting,  by 
April  1. 1980,  and  shall  continue  through 
September  30, 1980.  Meteorological  data 
shall  consist  of  the  data  specified  in 
Phase  I  above  as  well  as  the  data 
obtained  from  an  acoustic  sounder 
located  inland  from  the  Campbell  Plant 
site.  Ambient  sulfur  dioxide  data  shall 
be  obtained  on  a  continuous  basis  from 
those  sites  identihed  in  Phase  II. 

IV.  Model  Validation — ^The  concurrent 
meteorological  and  ambient  data 
collected  in  Phase  III  shall  be  used  to 
validate  the  lake  breeze  fumigation 
model  used  in  the  site  selection  phase.  If 
necessary,  modihcations  based  on  this 
validation  shall  be  made  to  the  model  to 
assure  it  is  representative  of  lake  breeze 
dispersion  conditions  existing  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Campbell  Plant  site. 

V.  Impact  Assessment — The  validated 
model  shall  be  used  in  conjunction  with 
the  meteorological  data  of  Phase  III  and 
any  other  pertinent  information  to 
determine  the  impact  of  the  Campbell 
Plant  on  ambient  sulfur  dioxide  levels 
during  lake  breeze  fumigation 
conditions. 

The  Company  shall  review  each  phase 
of  the  above  program  with  the  staff  of 
the  Air  Quality  Division  and  advise  the 
staff  of  the  progress  of  the  study.  Hourly 
meteorological  data  collected  during  the 
study  as  well  as  the  data  summaries 
described  in  Attachment  I  shall  be 
provided  to  the  Air  Quality  Division. 

Attachment  1  to  Appendix  B  Data 
Descriptions 

1.  Meteorological  Tower  Data 

A.  Wind  direction  and  speed  at 
heights  of  10,  60  and  90  meters; 

B.  Temperature  and  dew  point 
temperature  at  10  meters;  and 


C,  Differential  temperature  between 
the  heights  of  10  and  60  meters  and 
between  10  and  90  meters. 

2.  Accoustic  Sounder  Data 

A.  Mixing  height 

B.  Stability  class 

C.  Degree  of  turbulence 

Data  Summaries 

1.  The  following  summaries  are  made 
of  the  meteorological  tower  data  on  a 
quarterly  basis: 

A.  Wind  frequency  distribution  at 
each  height  and  among  16  wind 
direction  sectors; 

B.  Stability  wind  roses  for  each  of  the 
seven  Pasquill  stability  categories;  and 

C.  Persistence  of  wind  speed  among 
16  wind  direction  sectors. 

2.  The  following  summaries  are  made 
of  acoustic  sounder  data  on  a  quarterly 
basis: 

A.  Hourly  values  of  mixing  height; 

B.  Stability  class  (in  a  general 
clas'sihcation  scheme  consisting  of 
stable,  imstable  and  neutral);  and 

C.  Degree  of  turbulence  (qualitative  as 
to  weak,  moderate,  strong). 

The  Final  Order  was  formally 
submitted  on  June  26, 1979  as  a 
proposed  revision  to  the  Michigan  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  USEPA 
reviewed  the  Order  as  a  proposed  SIP 
revision  and  concluded  that  the 
proposed  revision  meets  notice  and 
hearing  procedural  requirements  of  CFR 
51.4  and  51.6  and  will  not  interfere  with 
the  attainment  and  maintenance  of  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality 
Standards.  Pursuant  to  Section  110  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  the  Administrator  of 
the  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  must  approve  the 
Final  Orders  which  extend  compliance 
dates  as  revisions  to  the  State 
Implementation  Plans  before  they  may 
become  effective.  42  U.S.C.  7410. 

Today’s  action  proposes  approval  of  the 
Michigan  Air  Pollution  Control 
Commission’s  Final  Order  dated  June  26, 
1979,  as  a  revision  to  the  Michigan  SIP. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  SIP  revision.  Written 
comments  received  by  the  date  speciHed 
above  will  be  considered  in  determining 
whether  EPA  will  approve  the  revision. 
After  the  public  comment  period,  the 
Administrator  of  EPA  will  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  the  Agency’s  final 
action  on  the  proposed  SIP  revision. 

Attachment  A 

Under  Executive  Order  12044  (43  FR  12661), 
USEPA  is  required  to  judge  whether  a 
regulation  is  “signiheant"  and,  therefore, 
subject  to  certain  procedural  requirements  of 
the  Order  or  whether  it  may  follow  other 
specialized  development  procedures,  USEPA 
labels  proposed  regulations,  "specialized.”  I 


have  reviewed  this  proposed  regulation 
pursuant  to  the  guidance  in  USEPA’s 
response  to  Executive  Order  12044, 
"Improving  Environmental  Regulations,” 
signed  March  29, 1979  by  the  Administrator 
and  I  have  determined  that  it  is  a  specialized 
regulation  not  subject  tq  the  procedural 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

(42  U.S.C.  7410) 

Dated:  October  2. 1979. 

John  McGuire, 

Regional  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc  79-35501  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 

40  CFR  Part  180 

[PP  6F1S60/P122;  FRL  1360-5] 

Proposed  Tolerances  for  the  Pesticide 
Chemical  Thiabendazole 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Proposed  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  that 
tolerances  be  established  for  residues  of 
the  fungicide  thiabendazole  on  sugar 
beets  at  6  parts  per  million  (ppm)  and  in 
eggs  and  the  meat,  fat,  and  meat 
byproducts  of  poultry  at  0.1  ppm.  The 
proposal  was  submitted  by  Merck  &  Co. 
This  amendment  would  establish 
maximum  permissable  levels  for 
residues  of  thiabendazole  in  or  on  sugar 
beets;  eggs;  and  the  meat,  fat,  and  meat 
byproducts  of  poultry. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  December  19. 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Mr.  Henry 
Jacoby,  Product  Manager  (PM)  21,  EPA, 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Registration  Division  (TS-767),  401  M 
St„  SW,  Washington,  DC  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Henry  Jacoby.  PM  21,  at  the  above 
address  (202/755-2562). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
October  7, 1976,  notice  was  given  (41  FR 
44213)  that  Merck  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Rahway, 
NJ  97965,  had  filed  a  petition  (PP  6F1860) 
with  the  EPA.  This  petition  proposed  to 
amend  40  CFR  180.242  by  increasing  the 
established  tolerance  for  residues  of  the 
fungicide  thiabendazole  (2-(4- 
thiazolyl)benzimidazole)  in  or  on  the 
raw  agricultural  commodity  sugar  beets 
without  tops  (preharvest)  from  0.25  ppm 
to  4  ppm.  No  comments  were  received  in 
response  to  this  notice  of  filing. 

Subsequently,  the  petitioner  amended 
the  petition  by  increasing  the  proposed 
tolerance  from  4  ppm  (preharvest)  to  6 
ppm  (pre-  and  postharvest)  and  by 
expanding  the  proposed  tolerance  to 
incude  combined  residues  of 
thiabendazole  and  its  metabolite  5- 
hydroxythiabendazole  in  eggs  and  the 
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meat,  fat,  and  meat  byproducts  of 
poultry  at  0.1  ppm.  Because  of  the 
potential  increase  in  exposure  of 
humans  to  residues  of  thiabendazole  as 
a  result  of  the  higher  tolerance  and 
additional  raw  agricutural  commodities, 
the  tolerances  are  being  proposed  at  this 
time  to  provide  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment. 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been 
evaluated.  The  toxicological  data 
considered  in  support  of  the  proposed 
tolerances  included  two-year  rat  and 
dog-feeding  studies;  rat  and  mouse 
reproduction  studies;  and  subacute 
studies  on  rats,  sheep,  and  other  farm 
animals.  Bused  on  a  rat  study,  the  no- 
observed-effect  level  is  10  milligrams 
(mg)/kilogram  (kg)  of  body  weight  (bw)/ 
day.  This  results  in  an  acceptable  daily 
intake  (ADI)  of  0.1  mg/kg  bw/day  and  a 
maximum  permissible  intake  (MPI)  of  6 
mg/day.  Existing  and  proposed 
tolerances  result  in  a  maximum 
theoretical  exposure  of  1  mg/day. 
Tolerances  have  previously  been 
established  for  residues  of 
thiabendazole  in  or  on  a  variety  of  raw 
agricultural  commodities,  ranging  from 
10  ppm  to  0.1  ppm.  An  adequate 
analytical  method 

(spectrophotofluorometry)  is  available 
for  enforcement  purposes. 

The  existing  meat  and  milk  tolerances 
are  adequate  to  cover  any  residues  from 
the  proposed  use  as  delineated  in  40 
CFR  180.6(a)(2). 

The  data  supporting  this  petition  do 
not  include  a  second  carcinogenicity 
study  (mouse).  However,  the  chronic 
feeding  study  in  the  rat  was  performed 
under  a  protocol  considered  adequate 
for  carcinogenic  potential  evaluation. 
This  study  did  not  provide  any  evidence 
that  thiabendazole  would  be  considered 
a  presumptive  carcinogenic  risk.  Thus, 
the  Agency  considers  that  the  6  ppm 
tolerance  on  sugar  beets  and  the  0.1  ppm 
in  eggs  and  the  fat,  meat,  and  meat 
byproducts  of  poultry  are  adequate  to 
protect  the  public  health.  The 
requirement  for  mutagenicity  testing  is 
not  waived,  and  the  mutagenicity 
studies  will  be  requested  when  suitable 
test  protocols  have  been  determined. 

The  requirement  for  carcinogenic 
potential  evaluation  in  a  second 
mammalian  species  (mouse)  is  not 
waived,  and  the  petitioner  will  be 
required  to  submit  results  of  such  a 
study  to  the  Agency  within  12  months  of 
final  issuance  of  this  regulation.  Should 
oncogenic  effects  be  found  in  the  study 
when  submitted,  the  petitioner  has 


agreed  not  to  contest  revocation  of  the 
subject  regulation  (Merck  letter  of 
August  23, 1979). 

No  actions  are  currently  pending 
against  continued  registration  of 
thiabendazole,  nor  are  any  other 
considerations  involved  in  establishing 
the  proposed  tolerances. 

The  pesticide  is  considered  useful  for 
the  purpose  for  which  tolerances  are 
sought,  and  it  is  concluded  that  the 
tolerances  of  6  ppm  on  sugar  beets  and 
0.1  ppm  in  eggs  and  the  meat,  fat,  and 
meat  byproducts  of  poultry  established 
by  amending  40  CFR  180.242  will  protect 
the  public  health.  It  is  proposed, 
therefore,  that  the  tolerances  be 
established  as  set  forth  below. 

Any  person  who  has  registered  or 
submitted  an  application  for  the 
registration  of  a  pesticide,  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act.  which  contains  any  of 
the  ingredients  listed  herein,  may 
request  on  or  before  December  19, 1979 
that  this  rulemaking  proposal  be 
referred  to  an  advisory  committee  in 
accordance  with  section  408(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  regulation.  The  comments 
must  bear  a  notation  indicating  both  the 
subject  and  the  petition/document 
control  number,  “PP  6F1860/P122”.  All 
written  comments  filed  in  response  to 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
office  of  PM  21.  Room  305,  East  Tower, 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  FiPA  labels 
these  other  regulations  “specialized”. 
This  proposed  rule  has  been  reviewed, 
and  it  has  been  determined  that  it  is  a 
specialized  regulation  not  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  12044. 

Dated:  November  9, 1979. 

(Section  408(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  [21  U.S.C.  346a[e))) 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division. 

It  is  proposed  that  Part  180,  Subpart  C, 
§  180.242  be  amended  by  alphabetically 
inserting  sugar  beets  at  6  ppm  in 
paragraph  (a)  and  eggs  and  the  meat, 
fat,  and  meat  byproducts  of  poultry  in 
paragraph  (b),  as  follows: 


§  180.242  Thiabendazole;  tolerances  for 
residues. 

(a)  *  *  • 

Parft 

CommodRy  par  mSUn 

•  *  •  •  • 

Beets,  sugar,  without  tops  (pre-  and  post-H) ...  6 


Parts 

Commodity;  per  m^bn 

*  *  *  *  * 

Eggs . 01 

Poultry.  Idt . . 0.1 

Poultry,  mbyp . . 0.1 

Poultry,  meat . 0.1 

***** 

[PR  Doc.  7S-3S340  Filed  11..1S-79.  8;4S  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6S60-01-M 

40  CFR  Part  180 

[PP  7E2008/P114:  FRL  1360-6] 

Proposed  Tolerance  for  the  Pesticide 
Chemical  Dimethyl  (2,2,2-Trichloro*1> 
Hydroxyethyl)  Phosphorate 

agency:  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  notice  proposed  that  a 
tolerance  be  established  for  residues  of 
the  insecticide  dimethyl  (2,2,2-trichloro- 
1-hydroxyethyl)  phosphonate  on 
birdsfoot  trefoil  hay  at  90  parts  per 
million  (ppm).  The  proposal  was 
submitted  by  the  Interregional  Research 
Project  No.  4.  This  regulation  would 
establish  a  maximum  permissible  leve. 
for  residues  of  the  subject  insecticide  on 
birdsfoot  trefoil  hay,  including  chaff. 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  December  19, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Mrs. 
Patricia  Critchlow,  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs.  Registration  Division  (TS- 
767),  EPA.  East  Tower,  401  M  Street, 

SW.,  Washington,  D.c.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mrs.  Patricia  Critchlow  at  the  above 
address  (202/426-0223). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Interregional  Research  Project  No.  4  (IR- 
4),  New  Jersey  State  Agricultural 
Experiment  Station,  P.O.  box  231, 

Rutgers  University,  New  Brunswick,  NJ 
08903,  on  behalf  of  the  IR-4  Technical 
Committee  and  the  Agricultural 
Experiment  Stations  of  New  York  and 
Vermont,  has  submitted  a  pesticide 
petition  (PP  7E2008)  to  the  EPA.  this 
petition  requests  that  the  administrator 
propose  that  40  CFR  180.198  be  amended 
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by  the  establishment  of  a  tolerance  for 
residues  of  the  insecticide  dimethyl 
(2,2.2-trichloro-l-hydroxyethyl) 
phosphonate  in  or  on  the  raw 
agricultural  commodity  birdsfoot  trefoil 
hay,  including  its  byproduct  chaff  at  90 
ppm. 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
all  other  relevant  material  have  been 
evaluated.  The  toxicology  data 
considered  in  support  of  the  proposed 
tolerance  were  2  two-year  rate  feeding 
studies  with  no-observed-effect-levels 
(NOEL)  of  250  ppm  and  500  ppm,  a  one- 
year  dog  feeding  study  with  an  NOEL  of 
50  ppm,  and  a  negative  oncogenicity 
study. 

The  acceptable  daily  intake  (ADI)  for 
this  chemical  is  calculated  to  be  0.0125 
milligram  (mg) /kilogram  (kg)  of  body 
weight  (bw)/day  based  on  the  one-year 
dog  feeding  study  NOEl  using  a  100-fold 
safety  factor.  The  maximum  permissible 
intake  is  calculated  to  be  0.75  mg/day 
for  a  60  kg-man.  The  theoretical 
maximum  residue  contribution  (TMRC) 
from  existing  tolerances  is  calculated  to 
be  0.0626  mg/day  for  a  1.5-kg  daily  diet. 
Therefore,  existing  tolerances  use  up 
approximately  8.4  percent  of  the  ADI. 
There  is  no  reasonable  expectation  of 
residues  in  eggs,  meat,  milk  or  poultry  as 
delineated  in  40  CFR  180.6(a)(3).  The 
nature  of  the  residue  is  adequately 
understood  and  an  adequate  analytical 
method  (gas  chromatography)  is 
available  for  enforcement  purposes. 
Tolerances  have  been  established  for 
residues  of  the  subject  pesticide  on  a 
variety  of  raw  agricultural  commodities 
at  levels  ranging  from  0.05  ppm  to  240 
ppm.  There  currently  exists  a  tolerance 
for  residues  in  or  on  alfalfa  at  90  ppm. 

Currently,  the  subject  insecticide  is  a 
candidate  for  a  rebuttable  presumption 
against  continued  registration  since  data 
are  available  that  indicate  it  might 
exceed  the  risk  criteria  described  in  40 
CFR  162.11(a)(3)(ii)(A)  for  possible 
oncogenic  effects  and  40  CFR 
162.11  (a)(3)(ii)(B)  for  possible 
teratogenic  and  mutagenic  effects. 
Additional  studies  in  these  areas  should 
be  initiated  in  order  to  clarify  the 
questions  raised  concerning  the  hazard 
of  this  chemical.  However,  based  on:  (1) 
The  above  information  considered  by 
the  Agency,  (2)  the  fact  that  birdsfoot 
trefoil  is  not  a  human  food  item  and  that 
the  proposed  use  on  trefoil  will  not 
result  in  residues  in  meat  and  milk 
which  exceed  the  already  established 
tolerances  for  these  commodities,  and 


(3)  the  determination  that  the  use  falls 
into  40  CFR  180.6(a)(3)  for  poultry 
tissues  and  eggs,  it  is  concluded  that  the 
tolerance  of  90  ppm  should  be 
established.  The  amount  of  residues 
added  to  the  human  diet,  if  any,  from  the 
establishment  of  this  tolerance  is 
considered  to  pose  a  negligible 
increment  in  risk. 

The  pesticide  is  considered  useful  for 
the  purpose  for  which  a  tolerance  is 
being  sought,  and  it  is  concluded  that 
the  tolerance  of  90  ppm  on  birdsfoot 
trefoil  hay  (including  chaff)  established 
by  amending  40  CFR  180.198  will  protect 
the  public  health.  To  be  consistent  with 
the  alfalfa  tolerance,  the  tolerance 
should  be  expressed  in  terms  of 
“birdsfoot  trefoil  hay."  It  is  proposed, 
therefore,  that  the  tolerance  be 
established  as  set  forth  below. 

Any  person  who  has  registered  or 
submitted  an  application  for  the 
registration  of  a  pesticide,  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act,  which  contains  any  of 
the  ingredients  listed  herein,  may 
request  on  or  before  December  19, 1979 
that  this  rulemaking  proposal  be 
referred  to  an  advisory  committee  in 
accordance  with  section  408(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  regulation.  The  comments 
must  bear  a  notation  indicating  both  the 
subject  and  the  petition/document 
control  number,  "PP7E2008/P114."  All 
wrritten  comments  filed  in  response  to 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
Room  107,  East  Tower,  from  8:30  a.m.  to 
4  p.m.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant"  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  EPA  labels 
these  other  regulations  “specialized." 
This  proposed  rule  has  been  reviewed, 
and  it  has  been  determined  that  it  is  a 
specialized  regulation  not  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  12044. 

Dated:  November  9, 1979. 

(Sec.  408(e),  Federal  Food,  Drug  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (21  U.S.C.  346a(e))) 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division. 

It  proposed  that  Part  180,  Subpart  C, 

§  180.198  be  revised  by  editorially 
reformatting  the  section  into  an 


alphabetized  columnar  listing  and 
alphabetically  inserting  birdsfoot  trefoil 
hay  at  90  ppm  as  follows: 

§  180.198  Dimethyl  (2,2,2-trichloro-1- 
hydroxyethyl)  phosphonate;  tolerances  for 
residues. 

Tolerances  are  established  for 
residues  of  the  insecticide  dimethyl 
(2,2,2-trichloro-l-hydroxyethyl) 
phosphonate  in  or  on  the  following  raw 
agricultural  commodities: 

Parts  per 


Commodity.  mitSon 

AHalfa .  60 

Alfalfa,  hay _ _ _ _ _  90 

Artichokea . . .  0.1  (N) 

Bananas  (NMT  0.2  ppm  will  be  present  after  2 
the  peel  is  removed). 

Barley,  forage _ _ _ _  50 

Barley,  grain _  0.1  (N) 

Barley,  straw . . - . . . .  1 

Beans,  dried . . .  0.1  (N) 

Beans,  lima  (reflecting  0.1  ppm  (N)  in  or  on  12 

the  shelled  beans). 

Beans,  lima  vme  hay . 12 

Beans.  Nma  vines . . — .  12 

Beans,  snap . . . . . .  0.1  (N) 

Beans,  vines . . . — . . . -  1 

Beets . . . .  0  1  (N) 

Beets,  sugar . . . . . — _  0.1  (N) 

Beets,  Sugar,  tops . 12 

Birdsfool  trefoil,  hay . 90 

Brussels  sprouts . 0.1  (N) 

Cabbage . . . 0.1  IN) 

Carrots . . . 0.1  (N) 

Cattle,  (at . .._ _ _ _ _...  0.1  (N) 

(^tUe,  mbyp . 0.1  (N) 

Cattle,  meat . 0.1  (N) 

Cauliflower . . . . — . .  0.1  (N) 

Citrus  fruit . . . 0.1  (N) 

Clover . . . 60 

Clover,  hay . 90 

Collards...„ _ _  0.1  (N) 

Com,  fodder _ 30 

Com,  forage . 30 

Com,  fresh  (irxduding  sweet  K4CWHR) _ _  0.1  (N) 

Com.  grain _ _ _ 0.1  (N) 

Cottonseed _ _ 0.1  (N) 

Cowpeas . 0.1  (N) 

Cowpeas.  virtes~..„ . . 1 

Flax,  straw . 1 

Flaxseed _ _ 0.1  (N) 

Goats,  fat _  0.1  (N) 

Goats,  mbyp . . 0.1  (N) 

Goats,  meat . 0.1  (N) 

Grass,  pasture . 60 

Grass,  pasture,  hay _ _ 90 

Grass,  range  _ _ 240 

Grass,  range,  hay......._...«......~.«,..»-._ _  240 

Horses,  fat . 0.1  (N) 

Horses.  mbyp..._ . . . 0.1  <N) 

Horses,  meat _ _ _ 0.1  (N) 

Lettuce _ _ 0.1  (N) 

Milk . 0.01  (N) 

Oats,  forage . . .  50 

Oats,  gram . 0.1  (N) 

Oats,  straw . 1 

Peanuts . 0.05  (N) 

Peanuts,  vine  hay _ _  4 

Peanuts,  vine  hulls _ 4 

Peppers _  0.1  (N) 

Pumpkins _  0.1  (N) 

Safflower  seed. _  0.1  (N) 

Sheep,  lat _ _  0.1  (N) 

Sheep,  mbyp . 0.1  (N) 

Sheep,  meat . 0.1  (N) 

Tomatoes . . . . .......... _ _  0.1  (N) 

Wheat  forage _  60 

Wheat  grain . . 0.1  (N) 

Wheat  suaw _ _  1 


(FR  Doc.  79-35560  Filed  11-16-70;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
46  CFR  Part  61 
[CGO  78-153] 

Tailshaft  Exaniination 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-33888.  appearing  at 
page  62915  in  the  issue  for  Thursday. 
November  1, 1979,  make  the  following 
corrections: 

(1)  On  page  62916,  in  the  first  column, 
in  the  last  paragraph,  in  the  fourth  line, 
the  reference  to  “§  61.20-15(a)"  should 
read  “§  61.20-15". 

(2)  On  page  62916,  in  the  middle 
column,  in  §  61.20-15  make  the  following 
corrections: 

a.  Delete  the  paragraph  designation 
"(a)"  at  the  beginning  of  the  text. 

b.  Delete  the  five  asterisks  at  the  end 
of  text  of  §61.20-15. 

BILUNG  CODE  1S05-01-U 


Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  172 

(Docket  No.  HM-126B;  Notice  No.  79-141 

Improved  Descriptions  of  Hazardous 
Materials  for  Emergency  Response 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-34612  appearing  at  page 
65020  in  the  issue  for  Thursday. 
November  8, 1979,  the  two  tables  on 
pages  65023  and  65024,  should  be 
inserted  on  page  65021,  in  the  third 
column,  in  the  third  paragraph,  under 
the  heading  of  §  172.101  Hazardous 
materials  table. 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 

Assignment  of  Official  Agency 
Geographic-  Area  to  Nine  State 
Departments  of  Agriculture 

AGENCY:  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service.  USD  A. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces 
assignment  of  geographic  areas  to  the 
Connecticut,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Missouri,  Montana,  North  Carolina, 
Oregon,  and  Wyoming  State 
Departments  of  Agriculture  for  the 
performance  of  ofHcial  grain  inspection 
functions  under  the  authority  of  the 
United  States  Grain  Standards  Act,  as 
amended. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  19, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  ]. 

t.  Abshier,  Director,  Compliance 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service.  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202) 447-8262. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Connecticut  Department  of  Agriculture, 
165  Capitol  Avenue,  Hartford,  CT  06115; 
Georgia  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Capitol  Square,  Atlanta,  GA  30334; 
Louisiana  Department  of  Agriculture, 
P.O.  Box  44456,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70804; 
Maine  Department  of  Agriculture,  State 
Office  Building,  Augusta,  ME  04330; 
Missouri  Department  of  Agriculture, 

P.O.  box  630,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65101; 
Montana  Department  of  Agriculture,  821 
17th  Street  North,  Great  Falls,  MT  59401; 
North  Carolina  Department  of 
Agriculture,  P.O.  box  27647,  Raleigh,  NC 
27611;  Oregon  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Agriculture  Building,  Salem, 
OR  97310;  and  Wyoming  Department  of 
Agriculture,  2219  Carey  Avenue, 
Cheyenne,  WY  82001  were  designated 
as  official  agencies  under  the  United 
States  Grain  Standards  AcL  as  amended 


(7  U.S.C.  71  et  seg.)  (the  “Act"),  for  the 
performance  of  ofHcial  grain  inspection 
functions  on  the  following  dates  all  in 
1978:  Connecticut,  September  30: 

Georgia,  October  20;  Louisiana. 
November  16;  Maine,  October  31; 
Missouri.  November  20;  Montana, 
October  25;  North  Carolina,  November 
10;  Oregon.  November  5;  and  Wyoming, 
November  20.  The  designations  also 
included  assignments  of  geographic 
areas,  on  an  interim  basis,  within  which 
these  agencies  would  operate. 

Geographic  areas  are  assigned  to  each 
official  agency  pursuant  to  Section 
7(f)(2)  of  the  Act.  The  Act  provides  that 
not  more  than  one  official  agency  shall  ' 
be  operating  at  one  time  within  an 
assigned  geographic  area. 

The  proposed  geographic  areas 
assigned  to  these  nine  Departments  of 
Agriculture  were  announced  in  the 
February  12, 1979,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  (44  FR  8918).  No  comments 
were  received.  Accordingly,  after  due 
consideration  of  all  information 
available  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  the 
geographic  areas  assigned  to  these 
agencies  are  as  follows:  Connecticut,  the 
entire  State;  Georgia,  the  entire  State; 
Louisiana,  the  entire  State  except  those 
export  port  locations  within  the  State; 
Maine,  the  entire  State;  Missouri,  the 
entire  State;  Montana,  the  entire  State; 
North  Carolina,  the  entire  State;  Oregon, 
the  entire  State  except  those  export  port 
locations  within  the  State;  and 
Wyoming,  the  entire  State  excluding 
Goshen  County  and  Platte  County,  and 
the  following  locations  in  Laramie 
County:  Albin  Elevator,  Albin;  Farmers 
Coop,  Bums;  Carpenter  Elevator, 
Carpenter;  Pillsbury  Company,  Egbert; 
and  Pine  Bluffs  Feed  &  Grain,  Pine 
Bluffs,  all  to  be  serviced  by  the  Denver 
Grain  Exchange  Association,  Inc. 

Description  of  exceptions  to  the 
geographic  area  for  the  Wyoming 
Department  of  Agriculture  have  been 
restated  to  more  accurately  describe  the 
locations  by  listing  the  elevator  sites 
rather  than  by  general  reference  to  the 
city,  town,  or  area  in  which  situated  as 
was  published  in  the  February  12, 1979, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register. 

A  specified  service  point  for  the 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  a  city,  town,  or 
other  location  specified  by  an  agency  for 
the  conduct  of  official  inspections  and 
where  the  agency  or  one  or  more  of  its 
licensed  inspectors  is  located.  In 


addition  to  the  specified  service  points 
within  the  assigned  geographic  areas, 
the  agencies  will  provide  official 
inspection  services  not  requiring  a 
licensed  inspector  to  all  other  areas 
within  their  geographic  areas. 

Interested  persons  may  obtain  maps 
of  the  assigned  geographic  areas  and 
lists  of  specified  service  points  by 
contacti^  the  agencies  or  the 
Delegation  and  Designation  Branch, 
Compliance  Division,  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture.  Washington. 
D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-8525. 

(Secs.  8,  9.  Pub.  L  94-582,  90  Stat.  2870.  2875 
(7  U.S.C.  79.  79a)) 

Done  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  November  13. 
1979. 

L.  E.  Bartelt, 

Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  7S-35552  Filed  ll-ie-7».  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  S410-<»-M 


Official  Agency  Designation  of  A.  V. 
Tischer  &  Son,  Inc.,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa, 
and  Proposal  of  Geographic  Area 

agency:  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice  and  Request  for 
Comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  the 
designation  of  the  A.  V.  Tischer  and 
Son,  Inc.,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  as  an 
official  agency  to  perform  official 
inspection  services  under  the  authority 
of  the  United  States  Grain  Standards 
Act,  as  amended.  This  notice  also 
proposes  a  geographic  area  within 
which  that  agency  will  operate. 

DATE:  Comments  to  be  postmarked  on  or 
before  January  3, 1980.  - 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT.  J. 
T.  Abshier,  Director,  Compliance 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-8262. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A.  V. 

Tischer  and  Son,  Inc.  (the  “Agency”), 

137 10th  Street.  NW.,  P.O.  Box  339,  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa  50501,  an  existing  official 
agency,  made  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  United  States  Grain 
Standards  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  71 
et  seq.)  (the  “Act"),  to  be  officially 
designated  under  the  Act,  to  perform 
official  inspection  services,  not 
including  official  weighing. 


r  - 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  224  /  Monday.  November  19,  1979  /  Notices 


The  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
(FGIS)  has  conducted  the  required 
investigation  of  the  Agency  which 
included  an  onsite  review  of  its 
inspection  point  (hereinafter  “specified 
service  point")  and  the  Agency  was 
deemed  eligible  for  designation  to 
perform  ofHcial  inspection  services 
(other  than  appeal  inspection],  not 
including  official  weighing.  The  Agency 
was  granted  an  interim  designation 
effective  November  20, 1978.  A 
document  designating  the  Agency  as  an 
official  agency  was  signed  on  February 
1, 1979.  The  designation  also  included  an 
interim  assignment  of  geographic  area 
within  which  the  official  Agency  will 
provide  official  inspection  services. 

Note. — Section  7(f)(2)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  not  more  than  one  ofHcial  agency  shall 
be  operative  at  one  time  for  any  geographic 
area  as  determined  by  the  Administrator. 

The  geographic  area  assigned  on  an 
interim  basis  pending  final 
determination  in  this  matter  is: 

Bounded:  on  the  North  by'the  lowa- 
Minnesota  State  line  from  U.S.  Route  59 
east  to  U.S.  Route  169; 

Bounded:  on  the  East  by  U.S.  Route 
169  south  to  State  Route  9;  State  Route  9 
west  to  U.S.  Route  169;  U.S.  Route  169 
south  to  the  northern  Humboldt  County 
line;  the  Humboldt  County  line  east  to 
State  Route  17;  State  Route  17  south  to 
C54;  C54  east  to  U.S.  Route  69;  U.S. 

Route  69  south  to  the  northern  Hamilton 
County  line;  the  Hamilton  County  line 
west  to  R38;  R38  south  to  U.S.  Route  20; 
U.S.  Route  20  west  to  the  eastern 
Webster  County  line;  the  Webster 
County  line  south;  the  southern  Webster 
County  line  to  U.S.  Route  169;  U.S.  Route 
169  south  to  El8  west;  E18  west  to  the 
eastern  Greene  County  line;  the  Greene 
County  line  to  U.S.  Route  30. 

Bounded:  on  the  South  by  U.S.  Route 
30  west  to  E53;  E53  west  to  N44;  N44 
north  to  U.S.  Route  30;  U.S.  Route  30 
west  to  U.S.  Route  71;  and 

Bounded:  on  the  West  by  U.S.  Route 
71  north  to  the  southern  Clay  County 
line;  the  Clay  County  line  west;  the 
western  Clay  County  line  north  to  B24; 
B24  west  to  U.S.  Route  59;  U.S.  Route  59 
north  to  the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line. 

In  addition,  the  following  locations 
which  are  outside  of  the  foregoing 
contiguous  geographic  area  and  are  to 
be  serviced  by  the  Agency  shall  be 
considered  as  part  of  the  Agency's 
geographic  area:  Cargill,  Inc.,  Algona, 
Iowa,  in  Kossuth  County;  Farmers  Coop 
Elevator,  Boxholm,  Iowa,  in  Boone 
County;  Big  Six  Elevator,  Burt,  Iowa,  in 
Kossuth  County;  Farmers  Elevator, 
Goldfield,  Iowa,  in  Wright  County;  and 
Farmers  Coop  Elevator,  Holmes,  Iowa, 
in  Wright  County. 


Exceptions  to  this  geographic  area  are 
the  following  locations  situated  inside 
the  Agency's  area  which  have  been  and 
will  continue  to  be  serviced  by: 

D.  R.  Schaal,  Belmond,  Iowa:  Farmers 
Coop  Company,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  in 
Wright  County;  and 

Sioux  City  tospection  &  Weighing 
Agency,  Inc.,  Sioux  City,  Iowa:  Gooch 
Seed  Mill  and  Ernie's  Seed  &  Field 
Service,  Storm  Lake,  Iowa,  in  Buena 
Vista  County. 

A  specibed  service  point  for  the 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  a  city,  town,  or 
other  location  speciHed  by  an  agency  for 
the  conduct  of  ofHcial  inspections  and 
where  the  agency  or  one  or  more  of  its 
licensed  inspectors  is  located. 

In  addition  to  the  specified  service 
point  within  the  geographic  area,  the 
Agency  will  provide  official  inspection 
services  not  requiring  a  licensed 
inspector  to  all  other  areas  within  its 
geographic  area. 

Interested  persons  may  obtain  the 
address  of  the  specified  service  point 
and  a  map  of  the  proposed  geographic 
area  for  the  Agency  from  the  Delegation 
and  Designation  Branch,  Compliance 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington.  D.C.  20250, 
(202) 447-8525. 

Publication  of  this  notice  does  not 
preclude  future  amendment  of  this 
designation  consistent  with  the 
provisions  and  objectives  of  the  Act. 

This  Agency  has  been  performing 
official  inspection  services  within  the 
proposed  geographic  area  since 
November  1978.  The  boundaries  thereof 
are  known  by  persons  affected,  do  not 
impose  significant  new  restrictions  or 
obligations,  and  have  limited  public 
affect.  Therefore,  the  comment  period 
shall  be  limited  to  45  days. 

Interested  persons  are  hereby  given 
opportunity  to  submit  written  views  or 
comments  with  respect  to  the 
geographic  area  proposed  for 
assignment  to  this  Agency.  All  views 
and  comments  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
Compliance  Division,  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250.  All  materials  must  be 
postmarked  not  later  than  January  3, 
1980.  All  materials  submitted  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Offlce  of  the 
Director  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CFR  1.27(b)).  Consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  views  and  comments  so 
filed  with  the  Director  and  to  all  other 
information  available  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  before  final 
determination  of  the  assignment  of 
geographic  area  is  made. 
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(Secs.  8,  9.  27,  Pub.  L  94-582,  90  Stat.  2670, 
2875,  2889  (7  U.S.C.  79,  79a,  74  note)). 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  November  13, 
1979. 

L  E.  Bartelt, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35556  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-02-M 


Official  Agency  Designation  of  the 
Kankakee  Grain  Inspection  Bureau, 
Inc.,  Kankakee,  III.,  and  Proposal  of 
Geographic  Area 

agency:  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice  and  request  for 
comments. 


summary:  This  notice  announces  the 
designation  of  the  Kankakee  Grain 
Inspection  Bureau,  Inc.,  Kankakee, 
Illinois,  as  an  official  agency  to  perform 
official  inspection  services  under  the 
authority  of  the  United  States  Grain 
Standards  Act,  as  amended.  This  notice 
also  proposes  a  geographic  area  within 
which  that  agency  will  operate. 

DATE:  Comments  to  be  postmarked  on  or 
before  January  3, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

J.  T.  Abshier,  Director,  Compliance 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-8262. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Kankakee  Grain  Inspection  Bureau.  Inc. 
(the  “Agency"),  500  North  Fifth  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  102,  Kankakee,  Illinois  60901, 
an  existing  official  agency,  made 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7  of  the 
United  States  Grain  Standards  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  71  etseg.)  (the 
“Act"),  to  be  officially  designated  under' 
the  Act,  to  perform  official  inspection 
services,  not  including  official  weighing. 

The  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
(FGIS)  has  conducted  the  required 
investigation  of  the  Agency  which 
included  an  onsite  review  of  its 
inspection  point  (hereinafter  “specified 
service  point")  and  the  Agency  was 
deemed  eligible  for  designation  to 
perform  official  inspection  services 
(other  than  appeal  inspection),  not 
including  official  weighing.  The  Agency 
was  granted  an  interim  designation 
effective  November  20, 1978.  A 
document  designating  the  Agency  as  an 
official  agency  was  signed  on  February 
14. 1979.  The  designation  also  included 
an  interim  assignement  of  geographic 
area  within  which  the  official  Agency 
will  provide  official  inspection  services. 

.  Note. — Section  7(f)(2)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  not  more  than  one  official  agency  shall 
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be  operative  at  one  time  for  any  geographic 
area  as  determined  by  the  Administrator. 

The  geographic  area  assigned  on  an 
interim  basis  pending  final 
determination  in  this  matter  is: 

Bounded:  on  the  North  by  the  northern 
Bureau  County  line  from  State  Route  88; 
the  northern  LaSalle  and  Grundy  County 
lines;  the  northern  Will  County  line  east- 
southeast  to  Interstate  57; 

Bounded:  on  the  East  by  Interstate  57 
south  to  U.S.  Route  52;  U.S.  Route  52 
south  to  the  southern  Kankakee  County 
line; 

Bounded:  on  the  South  by  the 
southern  Kankakee  and  Grundy  County 
lines;  the  southern  LaSalle  County  line 
west  to  State  Route  17;  State  Route  17 
west  to  U.S.  Route  51;  U.S.  Route  51 
north  to  State  Route  18;  State  Route  18 
west  to  State  Route  26;  State  Route  26 
north  to  Interstate  180;  Interstate  180 
west  to  State  Route  29;  State  Route  29 
south  to  the  southern  Bureau  County 
line:  the  southern  Bureau  County  line 
west  to  State  Route  88;  and 

Bounded:  on  the  West  by  State  Route 
88  north  to  the  northern  Bureau  County 
line. 

An  exception  to  this  geographic  area 
is  the  following  location  situated  inside 
the  Agency’s  area  which  has  been  and 
will  continue  to  be  serviced  by  Illinois 
Department  of  Agriculture.  Springfield, 
Illinois:  Leland  Farmers  Company, 
Leland,  Illinois,  in  LaSalle  County. 

A  specified  service  point  for  the 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  a  city,  town,  or 
other  location  specified  by  an  agency  for 
the  conduct  of  official  inspections  and 
where  the  agency  or  one  or  more  of  its 
licensed  inspectors  is  located. 

In  addition  to  the  specified  service 
point  within  the  geographic  area,  the 
Agency  will  provide  offlcial  inspection 
services  not  requiring  a  licensed 
inspector  to  all  other  areas  within  its 
geographic  area. 

Interested  persons  may  obtain  the 
address  of  the  specified  service  point 
and  a  map  of  the  proposed  geographic 
area  for  the  Agency  from  the  Delegation 
and  Designation  Branch.  Compliance 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 

(202) 447-8525. 

Publication  of  this  notice  does  not 
preclude  future  amendment  of  this 
designation  consistent  with  the 
provisions  and  objectives  of  the  Act. 

This  Agency  has  been  performing 
official  inspection  services  within  the 
proposed  geographic  area  since 
November  1978.  The  boundaries  thereof 
are  known  by  persons  affected,  do  not 
impose  signiHcant  new  restrictions  or 
obligations,  and  have  limited  public 


affect.  'Therefore,  the  comment  period 
shall  be  limited  to  45  days. 

Interested  persons  are  hereby  given 
opportunity  to  submit  wrritten  views  or 
comments  with  respect  to  the 
geographic  area  proposed  for 
assignment  to  this  Agency.  All  views 
and  comments  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Office  of  the  Director. 
Compliance  Division,  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250.  All  materials  must  be 
postmariced  not  later  than  January  3. 
1980.  All  materials  submitted  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CFR  1.27(b)).  Consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  views  and  comments  so 
nied  with  the  Director  and  to  all  other 
information  available  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  before  final 
determination  of  the  assignment  of 
geographic  area  is  made. 

(Secs.  8.  9.  27,  Pub.  L  94-582,  90  Stat.  2870, 
2875,  2889  (7  U.S.C  79,  79a.  74  note)) 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  November  13, 
1979. 

L.  E.  Bartelt, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc  79-35554  Filed  11-16-79.  8:45  am) 

BIUJNG  CODE  3410-02-4I 


Official  Agency  Designation  of  the 
Kansas  State  Grain  Inspection. 
Department,  Topeka,  Kans.,  and 
Proposal  of  Geographic  Area 

agency:  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION;  Notice  and  request  for 
comments. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  the 
designation  of  the  Kansas  State  Grain 
Inspection  Department,  Topeka.  Kansas, 
as  an  official  agency  to  perform  official 
inspection  services  under  the  authority 
of  the  United  States  Grain  Standards 
Act,  as  amended.  This  notice  also 
proposes  a  geographic  area  within 
which  that  agency  will  operate. 

DATE:  Comments  to  be  postmarked  on  or 
before  January  3, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  J. 
T.  Abshier,  Director,  Compliance 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-8262. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Kansas 
State  Grain  Inspection  Department  (the 
“Agency”),  535  Kansas  Avenue,  8th 
Floor,  Topeka,  Kansas  66603,  an  existing 
official  agency,  made  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7  of  the  United 


States  Grain  Standards  Act  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  71  et  seq. )  (the  “Act”),  to  be 
officially  designated  under  the  Act,  to 
perform  ofHcial  inspection  services,  not 
including  official  weighing. 

The  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
(FGIS)  has  conducted  the  required 
investigation  of  the  Agency  which 
included  onsite  reviews  of  its  inspection 
points  (hereinafter  “speciHed  service 
points")  and  the  Agency  was  deemed 
eligible  for  designation  to  perform 
official  inspection  services  (other  than 
appeal  inspection),  not  including  official 
weighing.  The  Agency  was  granted  an 
interim  designation  effective  November 
20, 1978.  A  document  designating  the 
Agency  as  an  official  agency  was  signed 
on  March  31, 1979.  The  designation  also 
included  an  interim  assignment  of 
geographic  area  within  which  the 
official  Agency  will  provide  official 
inspection  services. 

Note. — Section  7(f)(2)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  not  more  than  one  official  agency  shall 
be  operative  at  one  time  for  any  geographic 
area  as  determined  by  the  Achninislrator. 

The  geographic  area  assigned  on  an 
interim  basis  pending  final 
determination  in  this  matter  is  the  entire 
State  of  Kansas. 

A  specified  service  point  for  the 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  a  city,  town,  or 
other  location  specified  by  an  agency  for 
the  conduct  of  official  inspections  and 
where  the  agency  or  one  or  more  of  its 
licensed  inspectors  is  located. 

In  addition  to  the  specified  service 
points  within  the  geographic  area,  the 
Agency  will  provide  official  inspection 
services  not  requiring  a  licensed 
inspector  to  all  other  areas  within  its 
geographic  area. 

Interested  persons  may  obtain  a  map 
of  the  proposed  geographic  area  and  a 
list  of  specified  service  points  for  the 
Agency  from  the  Delegation  and 
Designation  Branch,  Compliance 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agricultiu^,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-8525. 

Publication  of  this  notice  does  not 
preclude  future  amendment  of  this 
designation  consistent  with  the 
provisions  and  objectives  of  the  Act. 

This  Agency  has  been  performing 
official  inspection  services  within  the 
proposed  geographic  area  since 
November  1978.  *1110  boundaries  thereof 
are  known  by  persons  affected,  do  not 
impose  significant  new  restrictions  or 
obligations,  and  have  limited  public 
affect.  Therefore,  the  comment  period 
shall  be  limited  to  45  days. 

Interested  persons  are  hereby  given 
opportunity  to  submit  written  views  or 
comments  with  respect  to  the 
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geographic  area  proposed  for 
assignment  to  this  Agency.  All  views 
and  comments  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
Compliance  Division,  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington. 
D.C.  20250.  All  materials  must  be 
postmarked  not  later  than  January  3, 
1980.  All  materials  submitted  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CFR  1.27(b)}.  Consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  views  and  comments  so 
filed  with  the  Director  and  to  all  other 
information  available  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  before  final 
determination  of  the  assignment  of 
geographic  area  is  made. 

(Secs.  B,  9.  27,  Pub.  L  94-562.  90  Stat.  2870, 
2875,  2889  (7  U.S.C.  79,  79a,  74  note)} 

Done  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  November  13, 
1979. 

L  E.  Bartelt, 

Administrator. 

pH  Doc.  79-35553  Fifed  11-16-79;  645  ani| 

BILLING  CODE 


Official  Agency  Designation  of  the 
Louisville  Grain  Inspection  Services, 
Inc.,  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Proposal  of 
Geographic  Area 

agency:  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice  and  request  for 
comments. 


SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  the 
designation  of  the  Louisville  Grain 
Inspection  Services,  Inc.,  Louisville, 
Kentucky,  as  an  official  agency  to 
perform  official  inspection  services 
under  the  authority  of  the  United  States 
Grain  Standards  Act,  as  amended.  This 
notice  also  proposes  a  geographic  area 
within  which  that  agency  will  operate. 

DATE:  Comments  to  be  postmarked  on  or 
before  January  3, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr.  J. 

T.  Abshier,  Director,  Compliance 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-8262. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Louisville  Grain  Inspection  Services, 

Inc.  (the  “Agency"),  1400  Oldham  Street, 
Louisville,  Kentucky  40210,  made 
application  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
United  States  Grain  Standards  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  71  etseq.)  (the 
“Act”),  to  be  oRicially  designated  under 
the  Act,  to  perform  official  inspection 
services,  not  including  official  weighing. 


The  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
(FGIS)  has  conducted  the  required 
investigation  of  the  Agency  which 
included  onsite  reviews  of  its  inspection 
points  (hereinafter  “specified  service 
points")  and  the  Agency  was  deemed 
eligible  for  designation  to  perform 
official  inspection  services  (other  than 
appeal  inspection),  not  including  official 
weighing.  A  document  designating  the 
Agency  as  an  official  agency  was  signed 
on  April  15, 1979.  The  Agency  is 
responsible  for  providing  official  grain ' 
inspection  functions  under  the  Act, 
replacing  those  official  grain  inspection 
functions  previously  provided  by  the 
Louisville  Board  of  Trade.  The 
designation  also  included  an  interim 
assignment  of  geographic  area  within 
which  the  official  Agency  will  provide 
official  inspection  services. 

Note. — Section  7(f)(2)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  not  more  than  one  official  agency  shall 
be  operative  at  one  time  for  any  geographic 
area  as  determined  by  the  Administrator. 

The  geographic  area  assigned  on  an 
interim  basis  pending  final 
determination  in  this  matter  is: 

In  Kentucky,  the  area  shall  include  the 
following  counties:  Allen.  Anderson. 
Barren,  Breckinridge,  Bullitt,  Butler, 
Carroll,  Edmonson,  Fayette,  Franklin, 
Grayson,  Hardin,  Hart,  Henry,  Jefferson, 
Jessamine,  Larue,  Meade,  Nelson, 
Oldman,  Scott,  Shelby,  Simpson, 
Spencer,  Trimble,  Warren,  and 
Woodford. 

In  Indiana,  the  area  shall  include  the 
following  counties:  Clark,  Crawford, 
Floyd,  Harrison,  Jackson,  Jennings, 
Jefferson,  Lawrence,  Martin,  Orange, 
Scott,  and  Washington. 

A  specified  service  point  for  the 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  a  city,  town,  or 
other  location  specified  by  an  agency  for 
the  conduct  of  official  inspections  and 
where  the  agency  or  one  or  more  of  its 
licensed  inspectors  is  located. 

In  addition  to  the  specified  service 
points  within  the  geographic  area,  the 
Agency  will  provide  official  inspection 
services  not  requiring  a  licensed 
inspector  to  all  other  areas  within  its 
geographic  area. 

Interested  persons  may  obtain  a  map 
of  the  proposed  geographic  area  and  a 
list  of  specified  service  points  for  the 
Agency  from  the  Delegation  and 
Designation  Branch,  Compliance 
Division,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture.  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-8525. 

Publications  of  this  notice  does  not 
preclude  future  amendment  of  this 
designation  consistent  with  the 
provisions  and  objectives  of  the  Act. 


This  Agency  has  been  performing 
official  inspection  services  within  the 
proposed  geographic  area  since  April 

1979.  The  boundaries  thereof  are  known 
by  persons  affected,  do  not  impose 
significant  new  restrictions  or 
obligations,  and  have  limited  public 
affect.  Therefore,  the  comment  period 
shall  be  limited  to  45  days. 

Interested  persons  are  hereby  given 
opportunity  to  submit  written  views  or 
comments  with  respect  to  the 
geographic  area  proposed  for 
assignment  to  this  Agency.  All  views 
and  comments  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
Compliance  Division,  Federal  Crain 
Inspection  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington. 
D.C.  20250.  All  materials  must  be 
postmarked  not  later  than  January  3, 

1980.  All  materials  submitted  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CFR  1.27(b)).  Consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  views  and  comments  so 
filed  with  the  Director  and  to  all  other 
information  available  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  before  final 
determination  of  the  assignment  of 
geographic  area  is  made. 

(Secs.  8.  9.  27.  Pub.  L.  94-582,  90  Stat.  287a 
2875.  2889  (7  U.S.C.  79.  79a.  74  note)) 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  November  14, 
1979. 

L  E.  Bartelt, 

Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35555  Filed  11-16-79;  &45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  370611 

Air  Midwest,  Inc.;  Applications  for 
Certificates  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  and  Foreign  Air  Carrier 
Permits  Filed  Under  Subpart  Q  of  the 
Board’s  Procedural  Regulations 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  during  the 
week  ended  November  9, 1979  CAB  has 
received  the  applications  listed  below, 
which  request  the  issuance,  amendment, 
or  renewal  of  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  or  foreign  air 
carrier  permits  under  Subpart  Q  of  14 
CFR  Part  302. 

Answers  to  foreign  permit 
applications  are  due  28  days  after  the 
application  is  filed.  Answers  to 
certificate  applications  requesting 
restriction  removal  are  due  within  14 
days  of  the  filing  of  the  application. 
Answers  to  conforming  applications  in  a 
restriction  removal  proceeding  are  due 
28  days  after  the  filing  of  the  original 
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application.  Answers  to  certificate 
applications  (other  than  restriction 
removals)  are  due  28  days  after  the 
filing  of  the  application.  Answers  to 
conforming  applications  or  those  filed  in 
conjimction  with  a  motion  to  modify 
scope  are  due  within  42  days  after  the 
original  application  was  filed.  If  you  are 


[Dockets  33361,  32643,  and  32644] 

Former  Large  Irregular  Air  Service 
Investigation  (Application  of 
Peninsular  Air  Transport,  Inc.);  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  will  be 
held  on  January  8, 1980,  at  9:30  a.m. 

(local  time),  in  Hearing  Room  1003B, 
Universal  North  Building,  1875 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.,  before  me. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
involved  and  other  details  in  this 
proceeding,  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  prehearing  conference 
report  served  November  9, 1978,  and 
other  documents  which  are  in  the  docket 
of  this  proceeding  on  file  in  the  Docket 
Section  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  November  13, 
1979. 

Mars’in  H.  Morse, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[Fit  Doc.  TS-aseil  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Order  79-11-15;  Docket  37020,  et  al.] 

Intra-Alaska  Service  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 


in  doubt  as  to  the  type  of  application 
which  has  been  filed,  contact  the 
applicant,  the  Bureau  of  Pricing  and 
Domestic  Aviation  (in  interstate  and 
overseas  cases)  or  the  Bureau  of 
International  Aviation  (in  foreign  air 
transportation  cases). 


Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  Ist  day  of  November,  1979. 
Application  of  Alaska  Airlines,  Inc., 
Docket  35868,  to  amend  its  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  for 
Route  138  (Bethel-Kenai-Anchorage/ 
Fairbanks-Barrow-Prudhoe  Bay). 
Application  of  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc., 
Docket  36131,  for  amendment  of  its 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  (ANC-FAI).  Application  of 
Sea  Airmotive,  Inc.,  Docket  36470,  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  Application  of  Sea  Airmotive, 
Inc.,  Docket  36471,  for  an  exemption. 

Order 

On  June  15, 1979,  Alaska  Airlines  filed 
an  application  and  petition  for  an  order 
to  show  cause  why  its  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  for 
Route  138  should  not  be  amended  to 
allow  service  between  the  coterminal 
points  Anchorage  and  Fairbanks,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  coterminal  points 
Bethel,  Kenai,  Barrow  and  Prudhoe  Bay, 
Alaska,  on  the  other  hand. 

In  support  of  its  application,  Alaska 
states  that  the  grant  of  this  authority 
will  increase  passenger  convenience  by 
providing  the  first  single-carrier  service 
from  these  points  to  Portland  and  San 
Francisco,  and  allowing  a  resumption  of 
jet  service  between  Anchorage  and 
Kenai.  In  addition,  it  states  that  it  will 
extend  its  “Super  Saver”  discount  fares 


to  each  of  the  four  new  Alaska  points 
that  it  is  seeking.  It  further  states  that 
this  grant  of  authority  is  consistent  with 
our  multiple  permissive  entry  policy. 

On  July  13, 1979,  Wien  Air  Alaska 
filed  an  answer  to  Alaska’s  application 
and  petition.  Wien  states  that  the  grant 
of  this  authority  will  cause  diversion  on 
two  subsidy-eligible  routes  and  that  the 
Federal  gpvemment  will  be  required 
under  the  Airline  Deregulation  Act  to 
increase  its  subsidy  payments  so  as  to 
make  up  for  the  loss  caused  by  the 
diversion.  It  further  argues  that  this 
award,  in  combination  with  the  grant  of 
pending  applications  for  authority  over 
some  of  its  other  routes,  will  produce 
such  a  great  loss  of  revenue  as  to  imperil 
its  ability  to  discharge  its  certificate 
obligations.  Wien  also  argues  that  the 
Alaska  Airlines  application  should  be 
denied  because  Alaska  has  not  supplied 
the  economic  data  and  analysis  required 
of  a  Subpart  Q  application.  If  we  do  not 
reject  the  application,  it  states  that  it 
should  be  heard  by  an  administrative 
law  judge  for  an  Initial  Decision  because 
any  proposed  grant  of  Alaska’s 
application  would  require  detailed 
findings  as  to  the  impact  upon  the 
Federal  Treasury,  Wien,  and  the  Alaska 
transportation  system. 

On  September  26, 1979,  Wien  filed  an 
amendment  to  its  answer  in  which  it 
argues  that  the  Alaska  application 
should  be  set  for  hearing.  It  states  that 
Alaska  Airlines  and  its  management 
team  have  unlawfully  acquired  more 
than  20  percent  of  Wien’s  outstanding 
stock,  and  that  this  action  is  sufficiently 
serious  to  warrant  an  investigation  into 
whether  Alaska  Airlines  is  fit  to  receive 
additional  authority.  On  October  2, 1979, 
Alaska  filed  an  amendment  to  its 
answer  in  which  it  argues  that  its  fitness 
is  not  put  into  issue  by  its  prior  effort  to 
acquire  control  of  Wien. 

On  July  13, 1979,  Northwest  Airlines 
filed  an  application  and  a  petition  for  an 
order  to  show  cause  why  its  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  for 
Route  3  should  not  be  amended  to  allow 
service  between  Anchorage  and 
Fairbanks;  and  filed  a  motion  to 
consolidate  its  application  with  Alaska’s 
application. 

In  support  of  its  application. 

Northwest  states  that  the  grant  of  the 
authority  that  it  requests  is  consonant 
with  the  Airline  Deregulation  Act’s 
objective  of  placing  maximum  reliance 
on  competition,  which  will  in  turn 
benefit  the  traveling  public. 

We  have  received  no  answers  in 
response  to  Northwest’  application, 
petition  or  motion  to  consolidate. 


Subpart  Q  Applications 

Date  filed  Docket  No. 

Description 

Nov  9.  1979 _  37061 _ 

Air  Midwest,  bic.,  c/o  Nathaniel  P.  Breed,  Jr.,  Shaw,  Pittman,  Potts  S  Trowbridge,  1600  M 
Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Application  of  Air  Midwest,  Inc.  pursuant  to  section  401(e)(7)  and  401(g)  of  the  Act  and  Sub¬ 
part  O  o(  the  Board's  Procedural  Regulations  requesting  amerxlment  of  its  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  lor  Route  175,  in  the  foUowng  respects: 

a.  To  redesignate  the  terminal  point  "Kansas  City,  Mo.**  to  read  "Kansas  City,  Mo. 
(to  be  served  through  Kansas  City  International  Airport)",  and 

b.  To  modify  Ckindition  (3)  of  said  certificate  to  read  as  follows:  "(3)  The  holder  shall 
schedule  a  minimum  of  one  intermediate  point  stop  on  aN  fkghts  between  Wichita, 
Kansas  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Denver,  Colo,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Denver,  Colo, 
and  Wichita,  Kans.;  Provided,  hotvever.  That  if  the  holder  has  scheduled  al  least  two 
daily  rouTKf  trips  to  a  given  point  on  its  route,  it  may  omit  such  point  or  points  on  any 
additional  trip  scheduled  over  all  or  part  of  said  route.” 

Conforming  answers  and  applications  are  due  December  7, 1979. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35612  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am] 
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On  August  28. 1979,  Sea  Airmotive 
filed  an  application  and  a  petition  for  an 
order  to  show  cause  under  Subpart  Q  for 
issuance  of  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  the  routes 
which  it  is  currently  authorized  to  serve 
as  a  Part  298  air  taxi  and  an  intra-state 
carrier.  On  the  same  dale  it  filed  an 
application  for  an  exemption  for  those 
routes. 

In  support  of  its  application  and 
petition.  Sea  Airmotive  states  that 
certificate  status  will  enable  it  to 
transport  interstate  passengers  and  to 
carry  mail,  two  functions  which  it  claims 
it  is  unable  to  undertake  in  its  current  - 
position.  It  further  alleges  that  with  CAB 
certification  it  will  be  able  to  secure 
loans  more  easily,  obtain  a  more 
favorable  listing  in  the  OAG,  and 
develop  and  expand  competitive 
services  to  the  benefit  of  the  traveling 
public.*  Finally,  it  states  that  there  are 
no  material  issues  as  to  either  its  fitness 
or  the  consistency  of  its  application  with 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity 
which  warrant  a  hearing. 

Sea  Airmotive  states  that  the  award 
of  an  exemption  pending  the  outcome  of 
certification  proceedings  is  in  the  public 
interest,  inferring  that  under  exemption 
authority  it  will  be  able  to  cany 
interstate  passengers  and  mail  which  it 
is  precluded  from  doing  now.  It  points  to 
its  unsuccessful  efforts  to  obtain  Federal 
operating  authority — efforts  which  have 
been  hampered  through  no  fault  of  its 
own — ^such  as  the  Alaska  Service 
Investigation,  Docket  20826,  and 
apparently  regards  the  award  of 
exemption  authority  as  a  first  step  in 
securing  certificate  authority. 

On  September  25. 1979,  Wien  filed 
answers  to  Sea  Alrmotive’s  application, 
petition  and  exemption  request.  Wien 
requests  that  a  hearing  be  held  on  the 
issues  of  Sea  Airmotive’s  fitness  to 
receive  certificate  authority  and  the 
consistency  of  its  application  with  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity. 

In  both  of  its  answers,  Wien  states 
that  certification  of  Sea  Airmotive  will 
not  provide  it  with  any  greater  operating 
rights  than  it  currently  possesses,  since 
it  can  now  carry  interstate  passengers 
and  mail.  However,  since  certification 
will  bring  with  it  the  right  to  transport 
mail  under  a  service  mail  rate,  Wien 
states  that  the  diversion  which  it  would 
experience  on  its  mail  routes  ivill  cause 
its  subsidy  needs  to  increase,  and  the 
competition  on  its  mainline  routes — 
whi^  support  its  bush  operations — will 
render  it  unable  to  carry  out  its 
certificate  obligations. 


'  Sea  AinnoUve  further  requeata  that  It  be 
permitted  to  retain  air  taxi  atatua  after  certification. 


Wien  further  states  that,  since  Sea 
Airmotive  is  an  uncertificated  carrier,  its 
fitness  has  never  been  adjudicated 
before  the  CAB,  and  there  exist  Btness 
questions  which  must  be  dealt  with 
before  Sea  Airmotive  can  receive 
authority. 

On  October  4, 1979,  Sea  Airmotive 
filed  replies  to  Wien’s  answers  in  its 
certification  and  exemption  dockets.*  In 
its  replies,  it  alleges  that  Wien  has  not 
brought  forth  any  issues  which  warrant 
a  hearing  for  their  resolution:  Wien 
presents  pre-deregulation  arguments, 
such  as  diversion  and  protectionism, 
which  do  not  have  merit  here;  Wien  is 
requesting  a  hearing  only  in  order  to 
delay  Sea  Airmotive’s  certification;  and 
there  is  an  immediate  public  need  which 
the  award  of  exemption  authority’  can 
satisfy. 

On  October  5. 1979,  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service  filed  a  consolidated  answer  to 
the  applications  of  Sea  Airmotive  irt 
which  it  supports  Wien’s  position  that 
the  exemption  should  be  denied  and 
that  a  hearing  should  be  held.  On 
October  12, 1979.  Sea  Airmotive  filed  a 
reply  in  which  it  stated  that  the  Postal 
Setv'ice  raised  insunicient  and  incorrect 
arguments  to  support  its  hearing 
request. 

We  have  decided  to  set  the 
applications  of  Alaska,  Sea  Airmotive 
and  Northwest  for  a  formal  hearing 
before  an  administrative  law  judge,  and 
institute  the  Intra-Alaska  Service 
Investigation.  Docket  37020. 

Section  102(a](4)  of  the  new  Act 
directs  us  to  place  “maximum  reliance 
on  competitive  market  forces  and  on 
actual  and  potential  competition  (A)  to 
provide  the  needed  air  transportation 
system,  and  (Bj  to  encourage  e^icient 
and  well-managed  carriers  to  earn 
adequate  profits  and  to  attract  capital.” 
We  have  held  that,  as  a  rule,  we  will  not 
consider  diversion  from  incumbent 
carriers  to  be  a  significant  factor  in 
determining  whether  to  grant  route 
awards.  As  we  noted  in  the  Oakland 
Service  Case,  "diversion  will  not  be  of 
decisional  significance  unless  it 
threatens  an  affected  carrier's  ability  to 
perform  its  certiHcate  obligations,  or 
will  necessarily  result  in  termination  of 
essential  services  which  will  not  be 
replaced  by  an  applicant  or  by  other 
carriers.”*  Wien,  the  incumbent  carrier 
in  most  of  the  markets  involved,  alleges 
that  the  first  of  these  adverse  effects 


'Sea  Airmotive't  reply  in  Docket  36470  was 
accompanied  by  a  motion  for  leave  to  file  an 
unauthorized  document.  We  grant  that  motion. 

*  The  Postal  Service's  answer  and  Sea 
Airmotive's  reply  were  accompanied  by  motions  for 
leave  to  file  an  untimely  document.  We  grant  these 
motions. 

'Order  76-4-121,  April  19, 1978,  p.  15. 


will  result  from  the  certification  of 
additional  carriers  in  more'  of  its 
markets.  We  are  also  dealing  with  the 
state  of  Alaska,  which  presents  us  with 
circumstances  that  are  not  present  to  the 
same  degree  in  the  Lower  48.  As  a 
result,  we  find  that  there  may  be 
“unusual  factual  circumstances”  * 
present  here  which  warrant  a  hearing 
for  their  resolution. 

We  recognize  that  we  have  already 
awarded  competitive  authority  to 
Alaska  and  Great  Northern  for  other 
Wien  routes  in  the  Northwest  Alaska 
Service  Investigation.*  In  the  hearing 
held  before  Administrative  Law  fudge 
Frank  M.  Whiting,  Wien  raised 
diversion  arguments  similar  to  those 
raised  here,  fudge  Whiting  held, 
however,  that  Wien  did  not  sustain  its 
burden  of  proving  that  diversion  would 
be  so  great  that  it  would  be  unable  to 
perform  its  certificate  obligations,  and  . 
we  affirmed  that  aspect  of  the  fudge’s 
decision.* 

Here,  however,  Wien  argues  that  the 
combination  of  the  awards  in  that  case, 
plus  those  sought  here  and  those 
elsewhere  at  issue,  will  result  in  a  level 
of  diversion  which  rises  to  a  significant 
factor  for  decision.  These  allegations  are 
made  against  a  background  of  a  steadily 
weakening  financial  position.  For  the 
year  ended  September  30, 1978,  its 
operating  profit  without  subsidy  was 
$2,123,585.  This  figure  dropped  to 
$1,698,169  for  the  year  ended  December 
30, 1978,  and  to  $340,142  for  the  year 
ended  March  31, 1979.  For  the  year 
ended  fune  30, 1979,  it  suffered  an 
operating  loss  of  $240,117.  Its  operating 
profit  with  subsidy  has  likewise  shown 
a  steady  decline  from  $4,040,749  for  the 
year  ended  September  30, 1978,  to 
$1,451,754  for  the  year  ended  fune  30, 
1979. ’Moreover,  Wien  has  experienced 
difficulties  in  taking  advantage  of  our 
liberal  route  policies  not  experienced  by 
other  carriers.  The  range  of  its  largest 
aircraft,  the  737,  sharply  limits  the 
Alaska-lower  U.S.  markets  it  can  serve, 
and  in  the  major  Alaska-lower  U.S. 
market  it  does  serve,  Anchorsge-Seattle, 
it  faces  sharp  competition  from  carriers 
using  larger  jet  equipment,  such  as  the 
747,  DC-IO,  707  and  727. 

In  light  of  these  special  circumstances, 
we  have  decided  that  Wien  should  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  prove  that  the 
award  of  additional  authority  in  more  of 


*  Improved  Authority  to  Witchita  Case,  et  at.. 
'Order  76-12-106,  December  14, 1976 
'Order  79-6-132,  August  24. 1979. 

•Order  79-6-132.  August  24. 1979.  afTirming  the 
Initial  Decision  of  Administrative  Law  Judge  Frank 
M.  Whiting,  Northwest  Alaska  Service 
Investigation.  Docket  31571,  October  26  1979,  pp. 
46-49. 

'CAB  Form  41. 
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its  markets  will  create  the  results  it 
alleges.  Even  if  Wien’s  allegations  of 
substantial  financial  distress  are  correct 
and  a  loss  of  revenues  may  prevent 
Wien  h-om  fulfilling  its  certificate 
obligations,  this  should  not  end  the 
inquiry.  Rather,  we  expect  the 
proceeding  to  resolve  the  question  of 
whether  the  benefits  of  actual  and 
potential  competition  outweigh  the 
economic  harm  which  would  come  to 
Wien.  These  benefits  may  be  realized  in 
the  form  of  improved  service  to  the 
Alaska  points,  a  lowered  subsidy  bill,  as 
more  efficient  carriers  serve  the 
subsidized  routes,  and  the  general 
benefits  of  competitive  service  to  the 
traveling  public  which  may  result  from 
multiple  awards,  not  withstanding 
Wien's  decline. 

We  believe  that  the  question  of  Sea 
Airmotive's  fitness  should  be  explored 
in  a  formal  hearing,  in  line  with  our 
policy  in  cases  of  initial  certiHcation.' 

Finally,  we  have  decided  to  deny  Sea 
Airmotive's  exemption  request.  While 
we  recognize  the  di^iculties  inherent  in 
providing  air  service  in  Alaska,  Sea 
Airmotive  has  not  persuaded  us  that 
there  is  an  immediate  public  need  to  be 
satisfied  by  granting  it  exemption 
authority,  since  it  can  currently  serve  all 
the  points  named  in  its  application  as  an 
air  taxi  or  intra-state  carrier. 

Sea  Airmotive  alleges  in  both  its 
exemption  request  and  petition  for  an 
order  to  show  cause  that  certification 
will  enable  it  to  carry  interstate 
passengers  and  mail.  However,  as  Wien 
correctly  notes  in  its  answers  to  both  the 
petition  for  an  order  to  show  cause  and 
the  exemption  request.  Sea  Airmotive 
currently  can  enter  into  interline 
agreements  with  certificated  carriers 
and  can  transport  persons  and  property 
moving  in  interstate  commerce.* 
Exemption  authority  will  not  broaden 
this  right.  Nor  will  exemption  authority 
create  any  greater  entitlement  to  carry 
mail  than  Sea  Airmotive  currently  holds. 
The  Postal  Service  has  statutory 
authority  to  contract  for  the  services  of 
an  air  taxi  if  it  deems  the  certificated 
carrier's  services  to  be  inadequate.’* 
While  a  certificated  carrier  may  carry 
mail  under  a  service  mail  rate  (i.e., 
deliver  mail  on  a  piecemeal  basis  and 
receive  the  prescribed  rate  from  the 
Postal  Service]  and  an  air  taxi  cannot, 
the  award  of  exemption  authority  will 


*We  are  interested  in  reducing  the  burden  of  this 
proceeding  on  Sea  Airmotive,  a  small  carrier,  to  the 
necessary  minimum  and  we  urge  the  administrative 
law  judge  to  exercise  his  discretion  to  that  end.  We 
note  that  Sea  Airmotive  has  already  filed  extensive 
material  going  to  its  fitness  and  we  see  no  reason 
why  any  of  this  data  should  be  duplicated. 

'Section  401(d)(4)(A)(ii). 

■*39  U.S.C  5402(c).  See  also  14  CFR  298.35. 


not  place  an  air  taxi  in  the  position  of  a 
certificated  carrier  with  respect  to  the 
carriage  of  mail.” 

We  expect  this  case  to  proceed 
expeditiously.  Under  the  Deregulation 
Act.  applicants  are  entitled  to 
processing  of  their  applications  within 
eleven  months.  Consequently,  we  are 
invoking  the  procedural  deadlines  of 
Subpart  Q  of  our  Procedural  Regulations 
so  that  an  initial  decision  must  be  issued 
within  150  days  of  the  service  date  of 
this  order. 

Accordingly, 

1.  We  institute  a  proceeding  to  be 
known  as  the  Intra-Alaska  Service 
Investigation,  Docket  37020,  to  be  set 
down  for  hearing  before  an 
administrative  law  judge  of  the  Board  at 
a  time  and  place  to  be  designated  later. 

2.  We  include  the  following  issues  in 
this  proceeding; 

(a)  Is  it  consistent  with  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity  to  grant  the 
applications  of  Alaska  Airlines, 
Northwest-Airlines,  and  Sea  Airmotive? 

(b)  Are  the  applicants  fit,  willing  and 
able  to  receive  the  certificate  authority 
they  seek? 

(c)  If  so,  what  terms,  conditions  and/ 
or  limitations  should  be  placed  on  the 
operations  of  such  carriers? 

3.  The  authority  granted  in  this 
proceeding  shall  be  ineligible  for  section 
406  subsidy: 

4.  The  following  are  made  parties  to 
this  proceeding;  Alaska  Airlines, 
Northwest  Airlines,  Sea  Airmotive  and 
Wien  Air  Alaska; 

5.  We  consolidate  the  applications  of 
Alaska  Airlines  in  Docket  35868, 
Northwest  Airlines  in  Docket  36131,  and 
Sea  Airmotive  in  Docket  36470,  to  the 
extent  that  they  conform  to  the  scope  of 
the  issues  as  stated  above,  into  Docket 
37020;  otherwise  we  dismiss  them 
without  prejudice; 

6.  Applications,  motions  to 
consolidate,  and  petitions  for 
reconsideration  of  this  order  shall  be 
filed  20  days  fi'om  the  date  of  adoption 
of  this  order  and  answers  shall  be  filed 
15  days  thereafter; 

7.  We  deny  the  petitions  of  Sea 
Airmotive  and  Alaska  for  an  order  to 
show  cause,  in  Dockets  36470  and  35868, 
respectively; 

8.  We  deny  Sea  Airmotive's 
application  for  an  exemption  in  Docket 
36471; 


"  Sea  Airmotive  cites  Altair’s  exemption  in  the 
Norfolk-Washington.  D.C.  market  as  an  example  of 
a  commuter  receiving  exemption  authority  in  a 
market  which  it  can  serve  in  its  commuter  status. 
We  granted  the  exemption  in  Altair's  case  because 
the  carrier  felt  that  certification  will  help  it  gain 
access  to  National  Airport  and,  since  the  market  in 
issue  had  recently  lost  significant  service,  we 
decided  to  do  all  in  our  power  to  encourage  new 
entry. 


9.  We  deny  Northwest’s  motion  to 
consolidate  its  application  in  Docket 
36131  into  Docket  35868;  and 

10.  We  shall  serve  a  copy  of  this  order 
on  the  persons  listed  in  the  attached 
appendix. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.’* 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,** 

Secretary, 

|FR  Doc.  7S-35S14  nied  11-10-79: 8:45  am) 
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COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

Wisconsin  Advisory  Committee; 
Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the 
Wisconsin  Advisory  Committee  (SAC) 
of  the  Commission  will  convene  at  10:00 
a.m.  and  will  end  at  12:00  p.m.,  on 
December  11. 1979,  at  the  Madison- 
Northwest,  Holiday  Inn,  4402  East 
Washington  Avenue,  Highway  152 
North,  Madison,  Wisconsin  53704. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Committee 
Chairperson,  or  the  Midwestern 
Regional  Office  of  the  Commission,  230 
South  Dearborn  Street.  32nd  Floor, 
Chicago.  Illinois  60604. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
discuss  pending  Vocational  Education 
Project;  set  meetings  for  next  FY  '79-80; 
and  discuss  assessment  of  Bilingual 
Program  in  Wisconsin  Sub-Committee 
Report. 

'The  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  November  14, 
1979. 

John  I.  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer, 

|FR  Do&  79.35621  Rled  11-16-79  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  633S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 
[Docket  No.  12-79] 

Foreign-Trade  Zone— Burlington,  Vt; 
Application  and  Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the  Board) 
by  the  Greater  Burlington  Industrial 


"Appendix  filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
"All  Members  concurred. 
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Corporation  (G.B.I.C.),  a  non-proHt 
development'  corporation,  Burlington, 
Vermont,  requesting  authority  to 
establish  a  general-purpose  foreign- 
trade  zone  at  the  Burlington 
International  Airport  in  South 
Burlington,  within  the  Burlington 
Customs  port  of  entry.  The  application 
was  submitted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  81a- 
81u],  and  the  regulations  of  the  Board 
(15  CFR  Part  400).  It  was  formally  filed 
on  November  8. 1979.  G.B.I.C.  is 
authorized  to  make  this  proposal  under 
Section  4122,  Chapter  111,  Title  9  of  the 
Vermont  State  Acts,  effective  March  3, 
1976. 

The  proposal  calls  for  the 
establishment  of  a  general-purpose 
foreign-trade  zone  within  the  104-acre 
Airport  Industrial  Park  being  developed 
at  the  airport.  The  zone  will  cover  12.7 
acres  of  land  which  the  applicant  has 
leased  from  the  City  of  Burlington  for 
zone  development.  An  existing 
warehouse  facility  on  the  site  would  be 
the  zone's  first  operation.  Cynosure,  Inc., 
a  sister  corporation  of  G.B.I.C.,  will 
serve  as  operator  and  developer  of  the 
zone.  The  site  is  readily  accessible  to 
the  areas’s  interstate  highway  system 
and  rail  terminals. 

The  application  contains  economic 
data  and  information  concerning  the 
need  for  providing  zone  services  for 
firms  in  the  Burlington  area.  Several 
firms  have  indicated  their  intention  to 
use  the  zone  for  warehousing, 
manipulation,  and  distribution  activities 
on  various  products  including  medical 
equipment,  sporting  goods,  bobbins,  and 
hardware  items. 

In  accordance  with  the  Board’s 
regulations,  an  Examiners  Committee 
has  been  appointed  to  investigate  the 
application  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Board.  The  Committee  consists  of  Hugh 
|.  Dolan  (Chairman],  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  and  E  Streets.  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20230;  Donald  F.  Kelly, 
Assistant  Regional  Commissioner 
(Operations],  U.S.  Customs  Service, 
Region  I,  Suite  1819, 100  Summer  Street. 
Boston.  Massachusetts  02110;  and 
Colonel  Clark  H.  Benn,  District  Engineer. 
U.S.  Army  Engineer  District  New  York, 
26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

As  part  of  its  investigation  of  the 
proposal,  the  Examiners  Committee  will 
hold  a  public  hearing  on  December  12, 
1979,  beginning  at  9:00  a.m..  in  the  R.  A. 
Contois  Council  Room,  Main  Floor.  City 
Hall,  located  at  Church  and  Main 
Streets  in  Burlington,  Vermont.  The 
purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  help  inform 
interested  persons  about  the  proposal,  to 
provide  an  opportunity  for  their 


expression  of  views,  and  to  obtain 
information  useful  to  the  examiners. 

Interested  persons  or  their 
representatives  are  invited  to  present 
their  views  at  the  hearing.  Such  persons 
should,  by  December  5,  notify  the 
Board’s  Executive  Secretary  of  their 
desire  to  be  heard  either  in  writing  at 
the  address  below  or  by  phone  (202] 
377-2862.  In  lieu  of  an  oral  presentation, 
written  statements  may  be  submitted  in 
accordance  with  the  Board’s  regulations 
to  the  Examiners  Committee,  care  of  the 
Executive  Secretary,  at  any  time  from 
the  date  of  this  notice  through  January 
11, 1980.  Evidence  submitted  during  the 
post-hearing  period  is  not  desired  unless 
it  is  clearly  shown  that  the  matter  is 
new  and  material  and  that  there  are 
good  reasons  why  it  could  not  be 
presented  at  the  hearing.  A  copy  of  the 
application  and  accompanying  exhibits 
will  be  available  during  this  time  for 
public  inspection  at  each  of  the 
following  locations: 

Greater  Burlington  Industrial  Corporation. 

135  Church  Street.  Room  201,  Burlington. 
Vermont  05401. 

Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary,  Foreign- 
Trade  Zones  Board,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Room  6886-B,  14th  and  E 
Streets,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 
Dated:  November  9, 1979. 

John  J.  Da  Ponte,  Jr., 

Executive  Secretary,  Foreign-Trades  Zones 
Board. 

(Fit  Doc.  7»-3S5(M  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


(Docket  No.  13-79] 

Proposed  Foreign-Trade  Zone— 
Bangor,  Maine;  Application  and  Public 
Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the  Board] 
by  the  City  of  Bangor,  Maine,  a 
municipal  corporation,  requesting 
authority  to  establish  a  general-purpose 
foreign-trade  zone  in  Bangor,  within  the 
Bangor  Customs  port  of  entry.  The 
application  was  submitted  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Foreign-Trade 
Zones  Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  Section  81a-81u],  and  the 
regulations  of  the  Board  (15  CFR  Part 
400].  It  was  formally  filed  on  November 
9, 1979.  The  City  is  authorized  to  make 
this  application  under  S.P.  128,  adopted 
May  27, 1977,  as  an  amendment  to 
Chapter  114,  Section  1.  Private  and 
Special  Laws  of  the  State  of  Maine, 
giving  municipalities  the  authority  to 
apply  for  foreign-trade  zones  with  the 
approval  of  the  State’s  Department  of 
Transportation.  Such  approval  was 
given  by  letter  dated  July  11, 1979. 


The  proposal  calls  for  the 
establishment  of  a  foreign-trade  zone  at 
the  Bangor  International  Airport,  a 
former  Air  Force  Base  transferred  to  the 
City  in  1978.  The  zone  would  consist  of 
two  parcels  of  1.7  and  24.6  acres  within 
the  airport  facility.  The  1.7  acre  parcel 
contains  a  dual  hangar  with  21,800 
square  feet  of  warehouse/processing 
space.  Initial  zone  activities  would  be 
confined  to  the  south  hangar,  with  the 
remainder  being  used  for  general  air 
cargo  operations  and  administration. 

The  larger  zone  parcel  is  planned  for 
development  as  part  of  the  City’s 
industrial  development  efforts.  Bangor 
Airport  Civic  Development  Corporation, 
a  nonprofit  corporation  established  by 
the  City  to  manage  and  develop  airport 
properties,  would  be  designated  as 
operator.  The  airport  sites  have  direct 
access  to  the  interstate  highways  and 
major  rail  services  of  the  area. 

The  application  contains  economic 
data  and  information  concerning  the 
need  for  zone  services  in  the  Bangor 
area.  Several  firms  have  indicated  their 
intention  to  use  the  zone  for  storage, 
repackaging  and  processing  on  a  range 
of  products  including  leather,  seafood, 
and  various  souvenir  items.  Zone 
procedures  are  also  being  requested  for 
operations  involving  the  manufacture  of 
imported  footwear  machinery  to  meet 
certain  customer  specifications  and  the 
manufacturing  of  clothespins  from 
imported  wire  and  domestic  wood 
materials.  Interest  in  the  zone  has  been 
expressed  by  various  airlines  and  freight 
forwarders  because  of  the  services  it 
can  provide  for  their  customers. 

In  accordance  with  the  Board’s 
regulations,  an  Examiners  Committee 
has  been  appointed  to  investigate  the 
application  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Board.  The  Committee  consists  of:  Hugh 
J.  Dolan  (Chairman],  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  and  E  Streets,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230;  Donald  F.  Kelly, 
Assistant  Regional  Commissioner 
(Operations],  U.S.  Customs  Service, 
Region  1, 100  Summer  Street,  Suite  1819, 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02110;  and 
Colonel  Max  B.  Scheider,  Division 
Engineer,  U.S.  Army  Engineer  Division 
New  England,  424  Trapelo  Road, 
Waltham.  Massachusetts  02154. 

As  part  of  its  investigation  of  the 
proposal,  the  Examiners  Committee  will 
hold  a  public  hearing  on  December  13, 
1979,  beginning  at  9:00  a.m.,  in  the 
Bangor  City  Council  Chambers  at  City 
Hall,  73  Harlow  Street.  Bangor.  Maine. 
The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  help 
inform  interested  persons  about  the 
proposal,  to  provide  an  opportunity  for 
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their  expression  of  views,  and  to  obtain 
information  useful  to  the  examiners. 

Interested  persons  or  their 
representatives  are  invited  to  present 
their  views  at  the  hearing.  They  should 
notify  the  Board’s  Executive  Secretary 
by  December  6  of  their  desire  to  be 
heard  in  writing  at  the  address  below  or 
by  phone  (202)  377-2862.  In  lieu  of  an 
oral  presentation,  written  statements 
may  be  submitted  in  accordance  with 
the  Board’s  regulations  to  the  Examiners 
Committee,  care  of  the  Executive 
Secretary,  at  any  time  from  the  date  of 
this  notice  through  January  14, 1980. 
Evidence  submitted  during  the  post¬ 
hearing  period  is  not  desired  unless  it  is 
clearly  shown  that  the  matter  is  new 
and  material  and  that  there  are  good 
reasons  why  it  could  not  be  presented  at 
the  hearing. 

A  copy  of  the  application  and 
accompanying  exhibits  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  during  the 
comment  period  at  each  of  the  following 
locations; 

Economic  Development  Department,  Bangor 
City  Hall,  73  Harlow  Street,  Bangor,  Maine 
04401. 

Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary,  Foreign- 
Trade  Zones  Board,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce.  Room  6886-B.  Washington,  D.C. 
20230. 

Dated:  November  9, 1979. 

John  |.  Da  Ponte,  Jr., 

Executive  Secretary,  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Board. 

(FR  Doc  7S-3SS07  Filed  I1-IS-7S:  8:45  am) 

8ILUNQ  CODE  3S10-2S-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmosphecic 
Administration 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council;  Public  Meeting 

Agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
NOAA. 

Summary:  The  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  by 
Section  302  of  the  Fishery  Conservation 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (Public  Law 
94-265],  will  meet  to  discuss  fishery 
management  plans,  Rshery  management 
matters,  as  well  as  administrative  matters. 

Dates:  The  meetings  will  convene  on 
W’ednesday,  December  12, 1979,  at  1  p.m., 
and  will  adjourn  on  Friday.  December  14, 
1979,  at  approximately  1  p.m.  The  meetings 
are  open  to  the  public. 

Address:  The  meetings  will  take  place  at  the 
Best  Western  Motel,  Miiladelphia 
International  Airport,  Route  291, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 

For  Further  Information  Contact:  Mid- 
Atlantic  Fishery  Management  CounciL 
North  and  New  Streets,  Room  2115,  Federal 
Building,  Dover.  Delaware  19901. 


Dated:  November  13. 1979. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

|FR  Doc  7»-35SaO  Filed  11-16-79  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  SS10-22-M 


Maritime  Administration 

(Docket  No.  S-652I 

Ogden  Leader  Transport,  Inc.,  Rio 
Grande  Transport,  Inc.;  Applications 
by  Bulk  Vessel  Operators  for  Section 
805(a)  Approvals 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
affiliated  companies,  Ogden  Leader 
Transport  Inc.  (Leader)  and  Rio  Grande 
Transport,  Inc.  (Rio  Grande),  Have  filed 
applications  under  the  Mer^ant  Marine 
Act,  1936,  as  amended  (the  Act)  for 
operating-differential  subsidy  to  engage 
in  bulk  cargo  carrying  service  in  the  U.S. 
foreign  trade,  principally  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics  (U.S.S.R.),  to  expire 
on  December  31, 1979,  unless  extended. 
Inasmuch  as  Leader  and  Rio  Grande, 
and/or  related  persons  or  Hrms,  employ 
or  may  employ  ships  in  the  domestic 
intercoastal  or  coastwise  service, 
written  permission  of  the  Maritime 
Administration  under  section  805(a)  of 
the  Act  will  be  required  if  the 
applications  for  operating-differential 
subsidy  are  to  be  approved. 

Leader  and  Rio  Grande  request 
written  permission  under  section  805(a) 
to  owrn,  charter  and/or  operate  the 
Ogden  Leader  (formerly  the  Eagle 
Leader)  and  the  Ogden  Charger 
(formerly  the  Eagle  Charger), 
respectively,  in  the  domestic 
intercoastal  or  coastwise  service.  It  will 
be  necessary  to  extend  to  the  affiliates 
of  Leader  and  Rio  Grande  who  are 
holders  of  operating-differential  subsidy 
contracts  in  the  grain  trade  to  the 
U.S.S.R.  the  written  permission 
requested  by  Leader  and  Rio  Grande. 
These  affiliates  are  as  follows: 

Connecticut  Transport,  Inc.  (Connecticut) 
Wabash  Transport,  Inc.  (Wabash) 
Williamette  Transport  Inc.  (Willamette) 
Empire  Transport  Inc.  (Empire) 

Ogden  Merrimac  Transport  Inc. 

(Merrimac) 

Ogden  Sea  Transport,  Inc.  (Ogden  Sea) 
Penn  Tanker  Company  (Penn) 

Conversely,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
extend  to  Leader  and  Rio  Grande  the 
section  805(a)  written  permission 
previously  granted  to  the  above 
affiliates,  l^s  permission  is  as  follows: 

For  the  following  vessels  to  engage  in 
domestic  intercoastal  or  coastwise 
service: 


Vessel  and  Owner 
Connecticut  (Connecticut) 

Ogden  Wabash  (Wabash) 

Ogden  Willamette  (Willamette) 

Potomac  (Empire) 

Merrimac  (Merrimac) 

Columbia  (Ogden  Sea) 

Ogden  Champion  and  Ogden  Challenger 
(Penn) 

The  foregoing  written  permissions  for 
Leader,  Rio  Grande,  and  the  affiliates 
are  required  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  a  grain  voyage  would  not  be  eligible 
for  subsidy  if  the  vessel  engaged  in  the 
domestic  trade  on  that  voyage. 

Any  person,  firm,  or  corporation 
having  any  interest  (within  the  meaning 
of  section  805(a])  in  such  applications 
and  desiring  to  be  heard  on  issues 
pertinent  to  section  805(a)  and  desiring 
to  submit  comments  or  views  concerning 
the  applications  must,  by  close  of 
business  on  December  13, 1979  file  same 
with  the  Secretary,  Maritime 
Administration,  in  writing,  in  triplicate, 
together  with  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  which  shall  state  clearly  and 
concisely  the  grounds  of  interest,  and 
the  alleged  facts  relied  on  for  relief. 

If  no  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene 
are  received  within  the  specified  time  or 
if  it  is  determined  that  petitions  filed  do 
not  demonstrate  sufficient  interest  to 
warrant  a  hearing,  the  Maritime 
Administration  will  take  such  action  as 
may  be  deemed  appropriate. 

In  the  event  petitions  regarding  the 
relevant  section  805(a)  issues  are 
received  from  parties  with  standing  to 
be  heard,  a  hearing  will  be  held,  the 
purpose  of  which  will  be  to  receive 
evidence  under  section  805(a)  relative  to 
whether  the  proposed  operations  (a) 
could  result  in  unfair  competition  to  any 
person,  firm,  or  corporation  operating 
exclusively  in  the  coastwise  or 
intercoastal  service,  or  (b)  would  be 
prejudical  to  the  objects  and  policy  of 
the  Act  relative  to  domestic  trade 
operations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.504  Operating-Difierential 
Subsidies  (ODS)) 

By  Order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Maritime  Affairs. 

Dated:  November  13, 1979. 

Robert  J.  Patton,  Jr., 

Secretary, 

(FR  Doc.  79-35622  Filed  11-16-79:  8  45  aro| 

BILUNO  CODE  3S10-1S-M 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Department  Organization  Order  10-3; 
Transmittal  467;  Arndt  4] 

Assistant  Secretary  For  Industry  and 
Trade;  Delegation  of  Authority. 

Effective  date:  October  1, 1979. 

This  order  effective  October  1, 1979 
further  amends  the  materials  appearing 
at  42  FR  64721  of  December  28. 1977, 43 
FR  27224  of  June  23, 1978,  43  FR  35523  of 
August  10, 1978,  and  44  FR  55026  of 
September  24, 1979. 

Department  Organization  Order  10-3 
dated  December  4. 1977  is  hereby  further 
amended  as  shown  below.  The  purpose 
of  this  amendment  is  to  transfer  certain 
delegated  authorities  from  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Tourism  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Industry  and  Trade. 

In  Section  4.  Delegation  of  Authority, 
a  new  subparagraph  .Olii.  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

“ii.  The  Act  of  May  27, 1970  (Pub.  L 
91-269,  22  U.S.C.  2801  et  seq.]  relating  to 
participation  of  the  United  States  in 
international  expositions.” 

Guy  W.  Chamberlin,  Jr., 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration 

(FR  Doc.  79-3SMS  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLIINQ  CODE  3S1I>-17-M 


[Dept  Organization  Order  10-7;  Arndt  1; 
Tranamittai] 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Tourism; 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Effective  date:  October  1, 1979. 

This  order  effective  October  1, 1979 
amends  the  material  appearing  at  41  FR 
5856  of  February  10, 1976. 

Department  Organization  Order  10-7 
dated  January  16, 1976  is  hereby 
amended  as  shown  below.  The  purpose 
of  this  amendment  is  to  transfer  certain 
delegated  authorities  from  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Tourism  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Industry  and  Trade. 

1.  In  Section  3.  Delegation  of 
Authority,  in  pen  and  ink  subparagraph 
.01c.  is  deleted,  and  subparagraphs  .Old. 
and  .Ole.  are  relettered  .01c.  and  .Old., 
respectively. 

2.  In  Section  4.  Functions,  in  pen  and 
ink  subparagraph  k.(l)  is  deleted,  and 
subparagraphs  k.(2)  and  k.(3]  are 
renumbered  as  k.(l)  and  k.(2), 
respectively. 

Guy  W.  Chamberlin,  Jr., 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  7»-35S46  Filed  ll-ld-79.  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  3510-17-M 


[Department  Organization  Order  40-1; 

Arndt  5;  Tranamittai  470] 

Industry  and  Trade  Administration; 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Effective  date:  October  1, 1979. 

This  order  effective  October  1, 1979 
further  amends  the  material  appearing 
at  42  FR  64724  of  December  28. 1977, 43 
FR  35522  of  August  10. 1978,  of  43  FR 
38614  of  August  29. 1978,  of  44  FR  24618 
of  April  26, 1979,  and  44  FR  49005  of 
August  21. 1979. 

Department  Organization  Order  40-1 
dated  December  4, 1977  is  hereby  further 
amended  as  shown  below.  The  purpose 
of  this  amendment  is  to  transfer  the 
international  expositions  functions  of 
the  United  States  Travel  Service  to  the 
Office  of  Export  Promotion,  Bureau  of 
Export  Development. 

In  Section  5.  Bureau  of  Export 
Development,  Paragraph  .02  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

”.02  The  Office  of  Export  Promotion 
shall  implement  the  Bureau's  overseas 
trade  promotion  programs;  be 
responsible  for  recruitment  of 
participants  in  all  overseas  trade  events; 
provide  logistical,  design,  and 
operations  support  for  all  overseas  trade 
promotion  events;  conduct  market 
promotion  activities  at  all  U.S.  trade 
fairs  and  marketing  centers;  develop  and 
carry  out  special  trade  promotion 
techniques,  such  as  trade  seminar 
missions  and  other  selective  marketing 
techniques;  and  carry  out  the 
international  expositions  functions 
under  Pub.  L.  91-269.” 

Guy  W.  Chamberlin,  Jr., 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35550  Filed  11-10-79  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  351I>-17-M 


[Department  Organization  Order  25-4A; 
Transmittal  465] 

Minority  Business  Development 
Agency;  Delegation  of  Authority 

Effective  date:  November  1, 1979. 

This  order  effective  November  1, 1979 
supersedes  the  material  appearing  at  37 
FR  5650  of  March  17, 1972. 

Section  1.  Purpose 

.01  This  Order  assigns  functions  to 
the  Minority  Business  Development 
agency,  as  prescribed  by  Executive 
Order  11625,  dated  October  13, 1971,  as 
amended,  entitled  “Piescribing 
Additional  Arrangements  for 
Developing  and  Coordinating  a  National 
Program  for  Minority  Business 
Enterprise.” 

.02  The  purpose  of  this  revision  is  to 
change  the  title  of  the  Office  of  Minority 


Business  Enterprise  to  the  Minority 
Business  Development  Agency,  and  to 
prescribe  the  functions  of  the  Agency. 

Section  2.  Status  and  Line  of  Authority 

The  Minority  Business  Development 
Agency  (“MBDA”)  is  hereby  established 
as  a  primary  operating  unit  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  MBDA  shall 
be  headed  by  a  Director  who  shall 
report  and  be  responsible  to  the 
Secretary. 

Section  3.  Delegation  of  Authority 

.01  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested 
in  the  Secretary  by  law  and  subject  to 
such  policy  and  directives  as  may  be 
prescribed,  the  Director  is  hereby 
delegated  the  following  authorities  of 
the  Secretary  insofar  as  they  apply  to 
performing  die  functions  assigned  in  this 
Order: 

a.  The  authority  under  Executive 
Order  11625,  as  amended. 

b.  Other  authorities  of  the  Secretary 
pertinent  to  such  functions. 

.02  The  Director  may  delegate  these 
authorities  to  any  employee  of  MBDA 
subject  to  such  conditions  in  the 
exercise  of  such  authority  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Director. 

Section  4.  Functions 

The  MBDA  shall  assist  the  Secretary 
in  carrying  out  the  functions  under 
Executive  Order  11625,  as  amended,  by 
performing  the  following  functions: 

a.  Facilitate  the  coordination,  as 
consistent  with  law,  of  the  plans, 
programs,  and  operations  of  the  Federal 
Government  which  affect  or  may 
contribute  to  the  establishment, 
preservation,  and  strengthening  of 
minority  business  enterprise.  For  this 
purpose,  it  shall: 

1.  With  the  participation  of  other 
departments  and  agencies  as 
appropriate,  develop  comprehensive 
plans  and  specific  program  goals  for  the 
minority  enterprise  program;  establish 
regular  performance  monitoring  and 
reporting  systems  to  assure  that  goals 
are  being  achieved;  and  evaluate  the 
impact  of  Federal  support  in  achieving 
the  objectives  established  by  Executive 
Order  11625,  as  amended. 

2.  Propose  to  the  Secretary  the 
convening,  for  purposes  of  coordination, 
of  meetings  of  the  heads  of  such 
departments  and  agencies  or  their 
designees,  whose  programs  or  activities 
may  affect  or  contribute  to  the  purposes 
of  Executive  Order  11625,  as  amended. 

3.  Assist  the  Secretary  in  securing 
necessary  action  by  such  departments 
and  agencies  to  discharge  their 
responsibilities  under  Section  3  of 
Executive  Order  11625,  as  amended. 
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4.  Establish  arrangements  for 
reviewing,  on  a  coordinated  basis  with 
the  departments  and  agencies  involved, 
all  proposed  Federal  training  and 
technical  assistance  activities  in  direct 
support  of  the  minority  enterprise 
program,  to  assure  consistency  with 
program  goals  and  to  avoid  duplication. 

b.  Promote  the  mobilization  of 
activities  and  resources  of  State  and 
local  governments,  businesses  and  trade 
associations,  universities,  foundations, 
professional  organizations,  and 
volunteer  and  other  groups  towards  the 
growth  of  minority  business  enterprises, 
and  facilitate  the  coordination  of  the 
efforts  of  these  groups  with  those  of 
Federal  departments  and  agencies.  As 
deemed  necessary  and  appropriate  to 
carry  out  these  responsibilities,  it  shall: 

1.  Convene  business  leaders, 
educators,  and  other  representatives  of 
the  private  sector  who  are  engaged  in 
assisting  the  development  of  minority 
business  enterprise  or  who  could 
contribute  to  its  development,  for  the 
purpose  of  proposing,  evaluating  and 
coordinating  governmental  and  private 
activities  in  furtherance  of  the 
objectives  of  Executive  Order  11625,  as 
amended. 

2.  Confer  with  and  advise  officials  of 
State  and  local  governments. 

c.  Operate  a  center  for  the 
development,  collection,  summarization, 
and  dissemination  of  information  that 
will  be  helpful  to  persons  and 
organizations  throughout  the  Nation  in 
undertaking  or  promoting  the 
establishment  and  successful  operation 
of  minority  business  enterprise. 

d.  Within  constraints  of  law  and 
appropriations  therefor,  provide 
financial  assistance  to  public  and 
private  organizations  so  that  they  may 
render  technical  and  management 
assistance  to  minority  business 
enterprises,  and  defray  all  or  part  of  the 
costs  of  pilot  or  demonstration  projects 
conducted  by  public  or  private  agencies 
or  organizations  which  are  designed  to 
overcome  the  special  problems  of 
minority  business  enterprises  or 
otherwise  to  further  the  purposes  of  the 
minority  business  enterprise  program. 

e.  Establish  policies,  standards, 
definitions,  criteria,  and  procedures 
appropriate  and  incident  to  the 
functions  herein  assigned  to  MBDA,  and 
propose  for  the  Secretary’s 
consideration  such  additional  measures 
as  determined  to  be  necessary  for  the 
implementation,  interpretation,  and 
application  of  Executive  Order  11625,  as 
amended,  or  for  otherwise  achieving  the 
purposes  and  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  that  Order. 

f.  After  the  close  of  each  fiscal  year, 
prepare  (for  the  Secretary  to  transmit  to 


the  President)  a  full  report  of  the 
Department’s  activities  under  Executive 
Order  11625,  as  amended,  during  that 
year,  and,  from  time  to  time,  submit  to 
the  Secretary  MBDA’s  recommendations 
for  legislation  or  other  actions  deemed 
desirable  to  promote  the  purposes  of 
that  Order. 

Section  5.  Support  Services 

The  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration  shall  perform 
personnel,  procurement,  accounting  and 
payroll  services  for  MBDA. 

Guy  W.  Chamberlin,  Jr., 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  7»-3554a  Filed  11-16-78: 8:45  am) 
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[Department  Organization  Order  25-4B; 
Transmittal  466] 

Minority  Business  Development 
Agency;  Delegation  of  Au^ority 

Effective  date:  November  1, 1979. 

This  order  effective  November  1, 1979 
supersedes  the  material  appearing  41  FR 
21209  of  May  24. 1976,  41  FR  22291  of 
June  2, 1976  and  43  FR  43537  of 
September  26, 1978. 

Section  1.  Purpose 

.01  This  Order  prescribes  the 
internal  organization,  management 
structure,  and  assignment  of  major 
functions  within  the  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency  (MBDA).  The 
scope  of  authority  and  functions  of 
MBDA  are  set  forth  in  Department 
Organization  Order  25-4A. 

.02  The  purpose  of  this  revision  is  to 
change  the  title  of  the  Office  of  Minority 
Business  Enterprise  to  the  Minority 
Business  Development  Agency,  and  to 
prescribe  the  organizational  structure 
and  functions  of  MBDA. 

Section  2.  Organization  Structure 

The  organization  structure  of  MBDA 
and  principal  lines  of  authority  shall  be 
as  depicted  in  the  attached  organization 
chart  (Ebchibit  1).  A  copy  of  the 
organization  chart  is  on  Hie  with  the 
original  of  this  document  in  the  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

Section  3.  Office  of  the  Director 

.01  The  Director  shall  formulate 
policies  and  programs  for.  and  direct 
and  manage  ail  activities  of  MBDA 
(hereinafter,  "the  Agency”). 

.02  The  Deputy  Director  is  the 
principal  assistant  to  the  Director  and 
acts  for  the  Director  in  the  latter’s 
absence.  The  Deputy  is  responsible  for 
coordinating  Departmental  and  Agency 
development  of  policies,  goals,  and 


objectives,  providing  day-to-day 
direction  of  Agency  operations,  and 
awarding  Agency  grants  and 
cooperative  agreements. 

.03  The  Executive  Secretariat 
provides  secretarial  support  and 
coordinates  and  controls  executive 
correspondence  for  the  Director  and 
Deputy  Director. 

Section  4.  Staff  Offices 

.01  The  Office  of  Chief  Counsel. 

a.  Provides  legal  support  to  the 
Director  and  legal  services  for  all 
components  of  the  Agency;  prepares  or 
clears  all  legislative  proposals  initiated 
by  any  component  of  the  Agency;  and 
reviews  and  analyzes  proposed 
legislation  related  to  or  affecting 
minority  enterprise  development.  The 
Office  provides  legal  review  of  Agency 
interagency  agreements,  grants,  and 
cooperative  agreements. 

b.  Assesses  the  impact  of  proposed 
Federal  regulations  on  minority 
business,  and,  if  appropriate,  prepares 
Agency  positions. 

c.  These  activities  are  carried  out 
subject  to  the  overall  authority  of  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Department  as 
provided  for  in  Department 
Organization  Order  10-6. 

.02  The  Office  of  Congressional 
Affairs. 

a.  Serves  as  the  focal  point  for  liaison 
with  Congress  on  all  Agency  activities; 
provides  counsel  on  all  Agency 
activities  which  involve  Congressional 
testimony,  briefings,  and  other  matters 
of  Congressional  interest;  coordinates 
and  controls  responses  to  Congressional 
inquiries  and  requests  for  information 
and  assistance;  and  informs  Agency 
management  on  Congressional  matters 
of  interest. 

b.  These  activities  shall  be  carried  out 
in  collaboration  with  the  Departmental 
Office  of  Congressional  Affairs. 

.03  The  Office  of  Public  Affairs. 

a.  Serves  as  the  focal  point  for  all 
public  affairs  activities;  plans,  develops, 
and  implements  a  coordinated  public 
information  program  throughout  the 
Agency;  assigns,  edits,  and  publishes 
Agency  articles  and  official 
publications;  and  provides  technical 
assistance  and  support  to  the  Agency 
for  publications,  speeches,  printing, 
graphics,  and  audio-visual  displays  and 
presentations. 

b.  These  activities  shall  be  carried  out 
in  collaboration  with  the  Departmental 
Office  of  Public  Affairs. 

Section  5.  Office  of  Policy  and  Market 
Development 

.01  The  Office  shall  be  headed  by  an 
Associate  Director  for  Policy  and 
Market  Development,  who  is 
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responsible  for  formulating  Agency 
policy  and  advising  the  Director  and  key 
Agency  officials  on  policy  matters, 
issues,  new  directions  and  interests  in 
minority  business  development; 
providing  a  major  market  development 
and  promotional  program  on  behalf  of 
minority  businesses  through  expanded 
private  and  public  sector  support;  and 
serving  as  the  Executive  Director  of  the 
Interagency  Council  for  Minority 
Business  Enterprise  (lAC).  The 
Associate  Director  shall  be  assisted  by: 

a.  The  Deputy  Associate  Director  for 
Market  Development,  who  is  the 
principal  assistant  to  and  acts  for  the 
Associate  Director,  and  coordinates  the 
interpretation  of  Agency  policies,  goals, 
and  objectives  for  market  and  other 
resource  development. 

b.  The  Deputy  Associate  Director  for 
Policy,  who  is  the  principal  assistant  to 
the  Associate  Director  on  all  matters 
relating  to  the  development  of  Agency 
policies,  and  is  responsible  for  overall 
Agency  policy  formulation  and  review. 

.02  l^e  functions  of  the  O^ice  shall 
be  carried  out  through  its  principal 
organizational  elements  as  prescribed 
below: 

a.  The  Industry  and  Trade  Market 
Development  Division  is  responsible  for 
developing  Agency  programs  for,  and 
promoting  the  development  of  private 
sector  markets  for  minority  businesses. 

b.  The  Governmental  Resources 
Development  Division  is  responsible  for 
overall  program  development  and 
implementation  within  the  public  sector. 
The  Division  focuses  its  activities  on 
two  levels: 

1.  In  the  area  of  Federal  agency 
coordination,  the  Division  provides  staff 
support  to  the  Associate  Director  for 
Interagency  Council  activities, 
formulates  Agency  policies  and 
develops  programs  to  increase  minority 
business  participation  in  Federal 
programs  and  intiatives  in  support  of 
minority  business  enterprise. 

2.  In  the  area  of  State  and  local 
resources  development,  the  Division 
formulates  Agency  policies  and 
develops  programs  to:  promote  State 
and  local  government  participation  in 
minority  business  development  and 
promotion  of  market  opportunities: 
promote  minority  business  participation 
in  Federally-sponsored, 
intergovernmental  programs  and 
initiatives;  and  to  promote  private  sector 
and  community  support  for  minority 
business  development. 

c.  The  Capital  Development  Division 
formulates  Agency  programs  to:  develop 
sources  of  an  increase  the  availability  of 
equity  capital  and  other  forms  of 
financing  to  minority  firms;  promote  and 
assist  in  the  establishment  and  growth 


of  and  deposits  with  minority-owned 
Hnancial  institutions;  promote  and  assist 
in  the  establishment  and  growth  and 
activities  of  Minority  Enterprise  Small 
Business  Investment  Corporations 
(MESBICs),  provide  specialized 
assistance  to  minority  persons  and 
firms,  regarding  mergers  and 
acquisitions.  The  Division  provides  an 
Agency  focal  point  for  an  coordinates 
with  other  Commerce  and  Federal 
agencies  programs  designed  to  increase 
capital  resources  available  to  minority 
business  persons  and  firms. 

d.  The  Management  Development 
Division  develops  programs  for 
developing  management  skills  of 
minority  business  managers  and 
entrepreneurs;  develops  programs  for 
and  promotes  professional  development 
opportunities;  administers 
comprehensive  and  centralized 
programs  of  formal  management  and 
entrepreneurial  development;  and 
promotes  participation  of  minority 
students  in  business  and  management 
courses  of  study. 

Section  6.  Office  of  Enterprise 
Development. 

.01  The  Office  shall  be  headed  by  an 
Assistant  Director  for  Enterprise 
Development,  who  is  responsible  for 
overall  direction  and  development  of 
policies  and  programs  to  provide 
effective,  long-term  technical  assistance 
to  eligible  firms;  provides  intensive 
developmental  assistance  to  a  selected 
number  of  medium-sized  and  larger 
minority  firms,  and  special 
developmental  support  to  minority  firms 
involved  in  growth  sectors  of  the 
economy  to  enable  minority  firms  to 
exploit  the  potential  of  technology- 
based  business  opportunities.  The 
Assistant  Director  also  provides  overall 
planning,  direction  and  support  to 
Regional  and  an  Agency-funded 
network  of  enterprise  development 
activities.  Serves  as  the  focal  point  to 
coordinate  Headquarters  activities 
which  are  to  be  carried  out  in  the  field 
and/or  which  have  Regional  impact. 

.02  The  Assistant  Director  shall  be 
assisted  by  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Director  for  Native  American  Programs, 
who  shall  be  the  principal  advisor  to  the 
Assistant  Director  on  Agency  policies, 
program  initiatives,  goals,  and  funding 
plans  which  would  affect  Native 
Americans;  designs  Agency  policies, 
programs,  and  plans  which  meet  specific 
requirements  of  Native  Americans,  and 
serves  as  a  focal  point  and  liaison  to 
promote  interests  of  Native  American 
groups. 

.03  The  functions  of  the  Office  shall 
be  carried  out  through  its  principal 


organizational  elements  as  prescribed 
below: 

a.  The  Client  Services  Support . 
Division  identifies  the  need  for,  designs, 
and  develops  programs,  policies,  and 
priorities  for  the  delivery  of  specialized 
management  and  technical  assistance 
and  services  to  client  minority  firms; 
designs  and  develops  program 
requirements,  structures  and  procedures 
to  integrate  the  implementation  of  new 
and  revised  Agency  policies;  analyzes 
performance  data  for  enterprise 
development  activities  and  coordinates 
the  preparation  of  regular  status  reports: 
and  develops  and  manages  contracts, 
grants  and  cooperative  agreements 
which  have  a  national  or  multi-Regional 
scope,  to  include  Specialized  Consultant 
Services. 

b.  The  Field  Operations  Support 
Division  provides  a  liaision  between 
Headquarters  and  Regional  Offices;  acts 
as  "ombudsman”  for  the  field  to 
Headquarters  in  the  areas  of  program 
development  and  implementation, 
financial  management,  and  technical 
and  administrative  problems. 

c.  The  Industry  and  Technology 
Division  provides  mechanisms  for  the 
entry  of  minority  businesses  into 
technology-based,  emerging  industries 
and  sectors  of  the  economy  exhibiting 
long-term  growth  potential;  and  provides 
overall  direction,  and  coordinates 
technology  commercialization  activities. 

Section  7.  Office  of  Planning,  Budget 
and  Evaluation 

.01  The  Office,  shall  be  headed  by  an 
Assistant  Director  for  Planning,  Budget 
and  Evaluation,  who  is  responsible  for 
long  and  short-range  Agency  planning 
and  programming,  all  aspects  of 
financial  management,  the 
establishment  of  program  performance 
goals  and  objectives,  evaluation  of 
Agency  programs,  the  development  and 
improvement  of  management  systems 
and  operations,  administrative  support, 
and  the  administrative  management  of 
Agency  grants  and  cooperative 
agreements. 

.02  The  functions  of  the  Office  shall 
be  carried  out  through  its  principal 
organizational  elements  as  prescribed 
below: 

a.  The  Planning  and  Programming 
Division  develops  annual  and  long- 
range  Agency  program  goals  and 
objectives,  allocation  of  financial 
resources  among  program  activities,  and 
assists  Agency  managers  in  all  aspects 
of  program  and  financial  planning. 

b.  The  Financial  Management 
Division  develops  and  administers  the 
comprehensive  budget  and  financial 
management  program  for  the  Agency  to 
include  ongoing  budget  and  financial 
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planning,  analysis,  control  and 
reporting,  and,  budget  proposal 
preparation,  justification  and  execution. 

c.  The  Program  Evaluation  Division 
develops  and  conducts  a 
comprehensive,  ongoing  evaluation 
program  designed  to  assess  and  improve 
the  impact  and  performance 
effectiveness  of  Agency  programs, 
projects  and  related  activities. 

d.  The  Management  Systems  Division 
provides,  for  the  Director  and  other 
Agency  managers,  a  comprehensive 
program  of  management,  organization, 
and  operations  analysis,  planning  and 
control;  manpower,  human  resource 
development  and  productivity, 
performance  measurement  and 
evaluation,  work  systems  and 
procedures,  management  improvement 
programs;  and  Agency  directives. 

e.  The  Grants  Administration  Division 
is  responsible  for  the  administration  of 
Agency  and  Departmental  policies  and 
procedures  pertaining  to  the  awarding 
and  administration  of  Agency  grants 
and  cooperative  agreements. 

f.  The  Administrative  Support 
Division  coordinates  Agency  requests 
and  serves  as  the  focal  point  for  actions 
concerning  the  administrative  services 
specifically  provided  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Administration  under 
Department  Organization  Order  25-4A, 
and  is  responsible  for  providing  other 
such  services  as  are  required,  including: 
property  management,  supply,  reference 
library,  occupational  safety  and  health, 
forms  and  records  management,  and 
reproduction. 

Section  8.  Office  of  Research  and 
Information 

.01  The  Office  shall  be  headed  by  an 
Assistant  Director  for  Research  and 
Information,  who  is  responsible  for 
providing  research  and  information 
concerning  national  and  international 
economic  conditions  that  may  impact  on 
minority  business;  problems  of  an 
opportunities  for  minority  business 
development  and  growth;  minority 
business  policies  and  programs  of  the 
Agency;  and  systematically  processing 
and  disseminating  this  information  in 
support  of  minority  business  enterprise 
and  market  development  activities  of 
the  Agency. 

.02  The  functions  of  the  Office  shall 
be  carried  out  through  its  principal 
organizational  elements  as  prescribed 
below: 

a.  The  Research  Division  conducts' 
research,  gathers  and  analyzes  business 
and  economic  data,  and  formulates 
recommendations  to  improved  existing 
or  proposed  Agency  policies,  programs, 
goals  and  objectives  in  the  areas  of 
minority  enterprise  and  market 


development:  and  conducts  research 
tailored  to  the  specific  needs  of  Agency 
programs  and  activities  and  minority 
businesspersons  and  firms. 

b.  The  Information  Management 
Division  is  responsible  for  the 
collection,  processing,  and  assembly  of 
ongoing  and  special  data  and  reports; 
planning  for.  developing  and 
maintaining  information  systems 
designed  to  satisfy  management 
requirements,  and  developing  standards 
for  and  maintaining  documentation  and 
quality  of  information  systems. 

c.  The  Information  Clearinghouse  is 
responsible  for  developing  and 
maintaining  a  comprehensive  inventory 
of  publications  related  to  minority 
business  enterprise  and  market 
development,  and  Agency  programs  and 
services:  and  distributes  information 
and  publications  in  support  of  Agency 
programs  and  outreach  activities  to  the 
minority  business  community. 

Section  9.  Field  Structure 

The  Field  Structure,  as  shown  in 
Exhibit  2..  shall  consist  of  the  following 
organizational  elements.  A  copy  of  the 
Field  Structure  is  on  hie  with  the 
original  of  this  document  in  the  Office  of 
The  Federal  Register. 

a.  The  Regional  Offices,  shall  be 
headed  by  Regional  Directors  who  shall 
report  and  be  responsible  to  the 
Director.  The  Offices  shall  represent  the 
Agency  within  the  geographic  area  of 
the  Region,  and  are  responsible  for  the 
implementation  of  its  policies  and 
programs  within  the  Region.  In 
cooperation  with  appropriate 
Headquarters  offices,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  policies,  program  guidance,  and 
procedures  established  by  the  Agency, 
the  Regional  Offices  plan,  organize  and 
administer  Regional  programs;  in 
minority  business  enterprise 
development,  implement  client  services 
of  generalized  and  specialized 
management  and  technical  assistance  to 
minority  Rrms;  in  market  development, 
promote  and  coordinate  public  and 
private  sector  opportunities,  and  the 
capabilities  of  minority  Hrms;  and  plan, 
develop,  and  manage  contracts,  grants 
and  cooperative  agreements  proposed 
for  or  entered  into  by  the  Agency  in 
support  of  minority  buisness  enterprise 
and  market  development  policies  and 
programs  in  the  Region. 

b.  The  District  Offices  shall  be 
headed  by  District  Officers  who  shall 
report  and  be  responsible  to  the 
Regional  Directors,  as  appropriate.  The 
Offices  shall  represent  the  Agency  and 
the  appropriate  Regional  Office  within 
the  geographic  area  of  the  District  for 
Agency  policies  and  programs  to 
include:  coordination  and  promotion  of 


Inter-governmental  and  Minority 
Business  Opportunity  Committee 
programs  and  activities,  information  and 
referral  services  to  the  minority 
enterprise  and  market  development 
resources  for  minority  businesspersons 
and  firms. 

Guy  W.  Chamberlin,  Jr., 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  79-3SM9  FUed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 
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[Department  Organization  Order  25-1; 
Amendment  1;  Transmittai  469] 

U.S.  Travel  Service;  Delegatioin  of 
Authority 

Effective  date:  October  1, 1979. 

This  order  effective  October  1, 1979 
amends  the  material  appearing  at  43  FR 
57174  of  December  6. 1978. 

Department  Organization  Order  25-1 
dated  May  23, 1978  is  hereby  amended 
as  shown  below.  The  purpose  of  this 
amendment  is  to  reflect  the  transfer  of 
the  international  expositions  functions 
of  the  United  States  Travel  Service  to 
the  Industry  and  Trade  Administration. 

1.  In  Section  7.  Expositions  Staff.  In 
pen  and  ink  delete  this  Section,  and 
renumber  the  current  Sections  8.  through 
11.  as  7.  through  10.,  respectively. 

2.  In  pen  and  ink  delete  the 
Expositions  Staff  from  the  organization 
chart  dated  May  23. 1978. 

Guy  W.  Chamberlin,  Jr., 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35547  Filed  11-16-79  8:45  am] 
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COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Adjusting  the  Import  Levels  for  Certain 
Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile 
Products  From  Macau 

agency:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
action:  (1)  Applying  swing  to  the  import 
level  established  for  man-made  fiber 
trousers  in  Category  647/648,  produced 
or  manufactured  in  Macau,  and 
controlling  imports  at  that  increased 
level  (201,564  dozen)  during  the 
agreement  year  which  began  on  January 
1, 1979.  (2)  Applying  swing  and 
carryforward  to  wool  sweaters  in 
Category  445/446  and  reducing  the 
import  level  for  the  current  agreement 
year  by  virtue  of  a  charge  of  9,907  dozen 
for  1977  overshipments.  The  adjusted 
level  of  restraint  is  64,732  dozen. 
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A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A. 
numbers  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  4, 1978  (43  FR  884], 
as  amended  on  January  25, 1978  (43  FR 
3421).  March  3. 1978  (43  FR  8828),  June 
22, 1978  (43  FR  26773),  September  5. 1978 
(43  FR  39408),  January  2, 1979  (44  FR  94), 
March  22, 1979  (44  FR  17545),  and  April 
12,  1979  (44  FR  21843). 

SUMMARY:  The  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool 
and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement 
of  March  3. 1975,  as  amended,  between 
the  Governments  of  the  United  States 
and  Portugal  provides  for  percentage 
increases  in  certain  specific  ceilings 
during  an  agreement  year  (swing)  and 
for  the  borrowing  of  yardage  from  the 
succeeding  year’s  levels  (carryforward). 
Pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the  bilateral 
agreement,  the  import  levels  for 
Categories  445/446  and  647/648  are 
being  adjusted  for  the  twelve-month 
period  which  began  on  January  1, 1979. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  19, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Carl  Ruths,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230  (202/377-5423). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  2, 1979,  there  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (44  FR  91)  a  letter 
dated  December  27, 1978,  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  which 
established  levels  of  restraint  for  certain 
specified  categories  of  cotton,  wool  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Macau, 
which  may  be  entered  into  the  United 
States  for  consumption  or  withdrawal 
from  warehouse  for  consumption  during 
the  twelve-month  period  which  began 
on  January  1, 1979  and  extends  through 
December  31, 1979.  In  the  letter 
published  below,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  directs  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  to  reduce  the 
level  of  restraint  established  for  wool 
textile  products  in  Category  445/446  to 
64,732  dozen  during  the  twelve-month 
period  which  began  on  January  1, 1979 
and  to  control  imports  in  Category  647/ 
648  at  a  level  of  201,564  dozen  during 
that  same  period.  The  level  of  restraint 
fer  Category  647/648  has  not  been 
adjusted  to  account  for  any  imports 
after  December  31, 1978.  Imports  in 
Category  647/648  have  amounted  to 
104,378  dozen  during  the  period  which 
began  on  January  1  and  extended 
through  August  31. 1979  and  will  be 
charged.  When  the  data  become 
available,  additional  charges  will  be 


made  to  account  for  the  period  which 
began  on  September  1, 1979  and  extends 
through  the  effective  date  of  this  action. 
Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
November  14, 1979. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  On  December  27. 

1978,  the  Chairman.  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
directed  you  to  prohibit  entry  during  the 
twelve-month  period  beginning  on  January  1, 
1979  and  extending  through  December  31, 

1979  of  cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber 
textile  products,  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Macau,  in  excess  of  designated  levels  of 
restraint.  The  Chairman  further  advised  you 
that  the  levels  of  restraint  subject  to 
adjustment.* 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Textiles 
done  at  Geneva  on  December  20, 1973,  as 
extended  on  December  15, 1977;  pursuant  to 
the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  March  3, 1975,  as 
amended,  between  the  Governments  of  the 
United  States  and  Portugal;  and  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  11651  of  March  3, 1972,  as  amended,  by 
Executive  Order  11951  of  January  6. 1977,  you 
are  directed  to  prohibit,  effective  on 
November  19, 1979  and  for  the  twelve-month 
period  beginning  on  January  1, 1979  and 
extending  through  December  31, 1979,  entry 
into  the  United  States  for  consumption  and 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption 
of  wool  textile  products  in  Category  445/446, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Macau,  in 
excess  of  64,732  dozen. 

Under  the  previously  cited  authorities,  this 
directive  also  amends,  but  does  not  cancel, 
the  directive  of  December  27, 1978  to  prohibit, 
effective  on  November.  1979  and  for  the 
twelve-month  period  which  began  on  January 
1, 1979  and  extends  through  December  31, 

1979,  entry  into  the  United  States  for 
consumption  and  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consumption  of  man-made 
fiber  textile  products  in  Category  647/648. 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Macau,  in 
excess  of  201,564  dozen. 

The  levels  of  restraint  established  for. 
Category  445/446  and  647/648  have  not  been 
adjusted  to  reflect  any  imports  after 
December  31, 1978.  Imports  during  the  period. 


‘  The  terins  "adjustment"  refers  to  those 
provisions  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton.  Wool  and  Man- 
Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  March  3. 1975,  as 
amended,  between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  Portugal  which  provide,  in  part,  that;  (1) 
Within  the  aggregate  and  group  limits,  specific 
levels  of  restraint  may  be  exceeded  by  designated 
percentages;  (2)  These  levels  may  also  be  increased 
for  carryover  and  carry  forward  up  to  11  percent  of 
the  applicable  category  limits:  and  (3) 
Administrative  arrangements  or  adjustments  may 
be  made  to  resolve  minor  problems  arising  in  the 
implementation  of  the  agreement. 


January-August  1979,  have  amounted  to 
104.378  dozen  in  Category  647/648. 

Textile  products  in  Category  647/648  which 
have  been  exported  to  the  United  States  prior 
to  January  1, 1979  shall  not  be  subject  to  this 
directive. 

Textile  products  in  Category  647/648  which 
have  been  released  from  the  custody  of  the 
U.S.  Customs  Service  under  the  Provisions  of 
19  U.S.  1448(b)  of  1484  (1)(A)  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  directive  shall  not  be 
denied  entry  under  this  directive. 

A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A.  numbers 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  4, 1978  (43  FR  884),  as  amended  on 
January  25, 1978  (43  FR  3421),  March  3, 1978 
(43  FR  8828),  June  22. 1978  (43  FR  26773), 
September  5, 1978  (43  FR  39408),  January  2, 
1979  (44  FR  94).  March  22, 1979  (44  FR  17545), 
and  April  12, 1979  (44  FR  21843). 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  entry 
into  the  United  States  for  consumption  shall 
be  construed  to  include  entry  for 
consumption  into  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  Portugal  and  with  respect  to 
imports  of  man-made  fiber  textile  products 
from  Macau  have  been  determined  by  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  to  involve  foreign  affairs 
functions  of  the  United  States.  Therefore,  the 
directions  to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
which  are  necessary  for  the  implementation 
of  such  actions,  fail  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Paul  T.  O’Day 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35557  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-25-M 


Amending  the  Import  Restraint  Levels 
for  Certain  Cotton  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Products  from  Macau 

agency:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
action:  Amending  the  bilateral 
agreement  with  Portugal  to  establish 
specific  ceilings  at  increased  levels  for 
men’s  and  boys’  woven  cotton  shirts  in 
Category  340,  women’s,  girls’  and 
infants’  woven  cotton  blouses  in 
Category  341,  and  women’s,  girls’  and 
infants’  woven  blouses  of  man-made 
fibers  in  Category  641,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Macau  and  exported 
during  the  agreement  year  which  began 
on  January  1, 1979. 

A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A. 
numbers  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  4, 1978  (43  FR  884), 
as  amended  on  January  25, 1978  (43  FR 
3421),  March  3. 1978  (43  FR  8828),  June 
22, 1978  (43  FR  26773),  September  5. 1978 


66234 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44.  No.  224  /  Monday,  November 


(43  FR  39408).  January  2. 1979  (44  FR  94). 
March  22. 1979  (44  FR  17545),  and  April 
12, 1979  (44  FR  21843). _ 

summary:  The  Governments  of  the 
United  States  and  Portugal  have 
exchanged  notes  amending  the  Bilateral 
Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber 
Textile  Agreement  of  March  3, 1975,  as 
amended,  to  establish  specific  ceilings 
at  increased  levels  for  cotton  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  apparel  products  in 
Categories  340,  341  and  641,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Macau  and  exported  to 
the  United  States  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  which  began  on  January  1, 
1979  and  extends  through  December  31. 
1979. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  19, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carl  Ruths,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230  (202/377-5423). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  2. 1979,  there  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (44  FR  91)  a  letter 
dated  December  27, 1978  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs  which 
established  the  levels  of  restraint 
applicable  to  certain  specified 
categories  of  cotton  and  man-made  fiber 
textile  products  which  have  been 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Macau  and 
exported  to  the  United  States  during  the 
twelve-month  period  which  began  on 
January  1, 1979.  In  the  letter  published 
below,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  directs  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  to  permit  entry  of  cotton  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products  in 
Categories  340,  341,  and  641,  produced 
or  manufactured  in  Macau  at  the 
designated,  increased  levels  during  the 
agreement  year  which  began  on  January 
1, 1979.  The  level  for  Category  340 
includes  an  overshipment  charge  of 
2,292  dozen  resulting  from  the  1977 
agreement  year. 

Paul  T.  O’Day 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury. 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner  This  directive 
amends,  but  does  not  cancel,  the  directive  of 
December  27, 1978  from  the  Chairman, 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  which  directed  you  to  prohibit 
entry  during  the  twelve-mondi  period 
beginning  on  January  1, 1979  and  extending 
through  December  31, 1979  of  cotton  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products  in  certain 


specified  categories,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Macau,  in  excess  of 
designated  levels  of  restraint. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Textiles 
done  at  Geneva  on  December  20, 1973,  as 
extended  on  December  15, 1977;  pursuant  to  a 
further  amendment  to  the  Bilateral  Cotton, 
Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile 
Agreement  of  March  3, 1975  as  amended, 
between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  Portugal,  you  are  directed  to 
prohibit,  effective  on  November  19, 1979,  and 
for  the  twelve-month  period  beginning  on 
January  1, 1979  and  extending  through 
December  31. 1979,  entry  into  the  United 
States  for  consumption  and  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consumption  of  cotton  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products  in  the 
following  categories,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Macau,  in  excess  of  the 
indicated  levels  of  restraint: 


Category  Amended  twelve-montti  level  of  restraint ' 


340  . 99,666  dozen. 

341  . 62,069  dozen. 

641 .  62,069  dozen. 


'  The  level  of  restraint  has  not  been  adjusted  to  reflect  any 
imports  after  December  31,  1978. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  Portugal  and  with  respect  to 
imports  of  cotton  and  man-made  fiber  textile 
products  from  Macau  have  been  determined 
by  the  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  to  involve  foreign  affairs 
functions  of  the  United  States.  Therefore,  the 
directions  to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
which  are  necessary  for  the  implementation 
of  such  actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Acting  Chairman  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35559  Filed  11-16-79:  6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-2S-M  ^ 


Charging  Overshipments  of  Certain 
Cotton  Textile  Products  from  Pakistan 

agency:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
action:  Charging  an  additional  4  million 
square  yards  of  1978  overshipments  in 
Category  315  (cotton  printcloth)  from 
Pakistan  to  the  level  of  restraint 
established  for  the  category  during  the 
agreement  year  which  began  on  January 
1. 1979.  The  adjusted  level  will  be 
26,500,000  square  yards. 

Note. — A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A.  numbers 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  4, 1978  (43  FR  884),  as  amended  on 
Januar}'  25, 1978  (43  FR  3421),  March  3. 1978 
(43  FR  8828),  June  22. 1978  (43  FR  26773), 
September  5, 1976  (43  FR  39408),  January  2, 
1979  (44  FR  94).  March  22. 1979  (44  FR  17545). 
and  April  12, 1979  (44  FR  21843). 


19,  1979  /  Notices 


summary:  Pursuant  to  consultations 
between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  Pakistan  under  the  terms  of 
the  Bilateral  Cotton  Textile  Agreement 
of  January  4  and  9, 1978,  as  amended, 
the  Government  of  Pakistan  has 
requested  the  United  States  Government 
to  deduct  a  further  increment  of  1978 
overshipments  amounting  to  4  million 
square  yards  from  the  level  of  restraint 
established  for  Category  315  during  the 
twe’ve-month  period  w'hich  began  on 
January  1, 1979. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  16, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carl  Ruths.  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230  (202/377-5423). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  2, 1979,  there  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (44  FR  92)  a  letter 
dated  December  27, 1978  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  which 
established  levels  of  restraint  for  certain 
specified  categories  of  cotton  textile 
products,  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Pakistan,  which  may  be  entered  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse  for 
consumption  during  the  twelve-month 
period  which  began  on  January  1, 1979 
and  extends  through  December  31, 1979. 
At  the  request  of  the  Government  of 
Pakistan,  the  United  States  is  charging 
an  additional  4  million  square  yards  of 
1978  overshipments  to  the  ceiling 
established  for  Category  315  during  the 
twelve-month  period  which  began  on 
January  1, 1979.  In  the  letter  published 
below  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  directs  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  to  prohibit  entry  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption  or 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for 
consumption  of  textile  products  in 
Category  315  in  excess  of  the  adjusted 
twelve-month  level  of  restraint  of 
26,500,000  square  yards. 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

November  14, 1979. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington, 

DC. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  This  directive 
further  amends,  but  does  not  cancel,  the 
directive  issued  to  you  on  December  27, 1978 
by  the  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
concerning  imports  into  the  United  States  of 
certain  cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber 
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Army  Science  Board;  Open  Meeting 


textile  products,  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Pakistan. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Textiles 
done  at  Geneva  on  December  20, 1973,  as 
extended  on  December  15, 1977;  pursuant  to 
the  Bilateral  Cotton  Textile  Agreement  of 
January  4  and  9, 1978,  as  amended,  between 
the  Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
Pakistan;  and  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3, 1972,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11951  of  January  6, 1977,  you  arc  directed  to 
prohibit,  effective  on  November  16, 1979  and 
for  the  twelve-month  period  beginning  on  '' 
January  1, 1979  and  extending  through 
December  31, 1979,  entry  into  the  United 
States  for  consumption  and  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consumption  of  cotton  textile 
products  in  Category  315,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Pakistan,  in  excess  of  the 
following  level  of  restraint; 


Categofy  Adjusted  12-mo  level  of  restraint  ■ 

315 . .  26,500,000  square  yards. 


'  The  level  of  restraint  has  not  been  adjusted  to  reflect  any 
imports  after  December  31, 1978. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  Pakistan  and  with  respect  to 
imports  of  cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber 
textile  products  from  the  Pakistan  has  been 
determined  by  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 
involve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  the  directions  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  which  are 
necessary  for  the  implementation  of  such 
actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Regisfer. 

Sincerely, 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

|FR  Due  79-3SS5S  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


COUNCIL  ON  WAGE  AND  PRICE 
STABILITY 

Pay  Advisory  Committee;  Notice  of 
Meetings 

AUTHOniTY  OF  COMMtTTEE:  The  Pay 
Advisory  Committee  was  established  by 
the  Council  on  Wage  and  Price  Stability 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  12161  (44 
FR  56663). 

TIME  OF  PLACE  OF  MEETINGS:  The  Pay 

Advisory  Committee  will  meet  on 
November  28  and  December  7, 1979,  at 
10:00  a.m.  in  Room  2008  of  the  New  ' 
Executive  OfHce  Building,  726  Jackson 
Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

Each  of  these  meetings  may  be  recessed 
at  12:00  noon  to  be  reconvened  at  2:00 
p.m.  the  same  day  and/or  be  recessed  at 
the  end  of  the  day  to  be  reconvened  the 
following  day. 


PURPOSE  OF  MEETINGS:  The  purpose  of 
these  meetings  is  to  finish  unfinished 
business  from  the  November  13 
(announced  October  26, 1979;  44  FR 
61626]  and  earlier  meetings  (see  44  FR 
59583). 

PUBUC  PARTICIPATION:  The  meetings  of 
the  Pay  Advisory  Committee  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  Public  attendance 
may  be  limited  by  available  space; 
persons  will  be  seated  on  a  first-come, 
first-served  basis.  Persons  attending  the 
meeting  will  not  be  permitted  to  speak 
or  participate  in  the  Committee’s 
deliberations.  Any  interested  persons 
will  be  permitted  to  file  written 
statements  with  the  Committee  by  mail 
or  personal  delivery  to  the  Office  of 
General  Counsel,  Council  on  Wage  and 
Price  Stability,  600  17th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

ADDITIONAL  INFORMATION:  For 

additional  information,  please  telephone 
the  Office  of  Public  Affairs  at  (202)  458- 
6756. 

Dated:  November  13, 1979. 

Sally  Katzen, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Dog.  79-.')5498  Filed  11-14-79;  12.02  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  317S-0t-M 


Army  Science  Board;  Closed  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L  92-463],  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  Committee  meeting: 

Name  of  the  Committee:  Army  Science  Board. 
Dates  of  Meeting:  December  11-13, 1979. 
Place:  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas  (except 
location  can  be  determined  by  contacting 
LTC  Sweeney  at  202  697-9703). 

Time:  0800  to  1700  hours,  December  11-13, 
1979.  (Closed) 

Proposed  Agenda:  The  ASB  Counter 
Command,  Control,  and  Communications 
(C-C*J  Workshop  will  hold  classified 
discussions  and  receive  briefings  on  the 
threat  and  other  issues  and  programs 
which  relate  to  the  offensive  and  defensive 
posture  of  the  U.S.  This  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  in  accordance  with 
Section  552b(c]  of  Title  5,  U.S.C., 
specifically  subparagraph  (1)  thereof.  The 
classified  and  nonclassified  matters  to  be 
discussed  are  so  inextricably  intertwined 
so  as  to  preclude  opening  any  portion  of 
the  meeting. 

Robert  F.  Sweeney, 

Lieutenant  Colonel,  GS,  Executive  Secretary, 
Army  Science  Board. 


In  accordance  with  Section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463),  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  Committee  meeting: 

Name  of  the  Committee:  Army  Science  Board. 
Dates  of  Meeting:  18-19  December  1979. 

Place:  The  Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C.  (exact 
location  can  be  determined  by  contacting 
LTC  Sweeney  at  202  697-9703). 

Time:  0900-1700  hours,  December  18, 1979 
(Open),  0800-1400  hours,  December  19, 1979 
(Open) 

Proposed  Agenda:  The  ASB  Human  Issues 
Study  Groups  will  hold  discussions  and 
receive  briefings  to  review  current  action  to 
improve  the  integration  of  manpower  and 
personnel  planning  and  advise  the  Army  on 
ways  and  means  of  improving  the  quality 
of  human  issues  research  and  coupling  it  to 
high  level  Army  policy-making. 

Specifically,  Group  I  will  investigate  what 
major  tasks  should  be  included  as  part  of 
the  Army  Personnel  Advisory  Council 
(APAC);  what  directives,  organizational 
structure,  or  procedures  would  facilitate 
APAC  efficiency;  identify  other  task 
forces/special  committees  working  in  the 
personnel  area  and  determine  how  they 
can  be  organized  to  provide  a  more 
integrated  approach  to  solving  personnel 
related  issues. 


0900 — Organizational  Meeting 
0915 — Overview,  Human  Issues  Committee 
0930— Plans  for  conducting  group 
1000— Army  Personnel  Systems  Committee 
1100 — Personnel  Program  Review  Committee 
1300 — DCSPER — Director,  Human  Resources 
Development 

1400 — Deputy  for  Human  Systems  and 
Resources 

1500 — Manning  the  Force,  DCSPER 
1600— Task  Force  Delta,  TRADOC 


0800 — Organizational  Meeting 

0815 — DA  Drug  and  Alcohol  Review  Board 

0845 — Human  Dimensions,  Division  86 

0945 — Human  Dimensions  Institute,  TRADOC 

1045 — Quality  of  Life  Office,  DCSPER 

1245 — Executive  Session 

Robert  F.  Sweeney, 

Lieutenant  Colonel,  GS.  Executive  Secretary, 
Army  Science  Board. 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

[ERA  Cases  Nos.  52411-2367-04-82,  and 
52411-2367-05-82,  5241 1-2367-06-82] 

Public  Service  Co.  of  New  Hampshire, 
Manchester,  N.H.;  Notice  and  Issuance 
of  Proposed  Prohibition  Orders 

The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  hereby  gives  notice  pursuant 


[FR  Doc.  79-35514  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  3710-OS-M 


18  December  1979 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Army 


(FR  Doc.  79-35513  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  3710-OS-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 


19  December  1979 
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to  Section  701(b)  of  the  Powerplant  and 
Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978  (FUA),  42 
U.S.C.  8301  et  seq.,  of  the  issuance  of  the 
following  proposed  prohibition  orders 
which  would  prohibit  the  powerplants 
named  below  from  burning  natural  gas 
or  petroleum  as  their  primary  energy 
source. 


Proposed  Prohibition  Orders 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  granted  it  by 
Section  301(b)  of  FUA,  ERA  issues  these 
proposed  prohibition  orders  to  the 
following  powerplants  owned  by  Public 
Service  Company  of  New  Hampshire, 
Manchester,  New  Hampshire 
(P.S.CO.N.H.). 


ERA  No 

Gen^ting  station 

Powerplant  No. 

MW 

Location 

52411-2367-04-82 

.  4 

50 

52411-2367-05-82 « 

.  5 

50 

Oo. 

52411-2367-06-8?  . 

.  6 

50 

Do. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Rationale  for 
Proposed  Prohibition  Order 

ERA  has  issued  regulations  applicable 
to  existing  facilities,  10  CFR  Part  504 
(Regulations),  to  implement  the 
prohibitions  contained  in  Section  301(b) 
of  Title  III  of  FUA.  Section  504.5  of  the 
regulations  sets  forth  the  basis  upon 
which  ERA  will  propose  to  prohibit  by 
order  the  use  of  natural  gas  or  petroleum 
as  a  primary  energy  source  by  a 
powerplant  where  ERA  finds  that  the 
powerplant  has  or  previously  had  the 
technical  capability  to  use  an  alternate 
fuel  as  a  primary  energy  source. 

P.S.Co.N.H.  reported  to  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  (FPC 
Form  67),  for  the  year  ending  December 
31, 1978,  that  Schiller  Powerplants  Nos. 
4,  5  and  6  burned  1,620  barrels  of  oil  per 
day  (591,000  barrels  annually).  The 
potential  oil  displacement  in  converting 
Schiller  Powerplants  Nos.  4,  5  and  6  to 
an  alternate  fuel  (coal)  assuming  a 
capacity  factor  of  70  percent  is  4,700 
barrels  of  oil  per  day  (1,700,000  barrels 
annually). 

Finding  of  Technical  Capability 

In  accordance  with  Section  301(b)  of 
Title  III  of  FUA.  these  proposed  orders 
are  based  on  a  finding  by  ERA  that 
P.S.Co.N.H.’s  Schiller  Powerplants  Nos. 
4,  5  and  6  have  or  previously  had  the 
technical  capability  to  use  an  alternate 
fuel  (coal)  as  a  primary  energy  source. 
This  finding  is  based  upon  P.S.Co.N.H.’s 
Engineering  Department  Drawing  No.  R- 
6521-12.1  dated  July  31, 1979,  and 
confirmed  by  actual  inspection  by  ERA 
staff  during  site  visits  on  August  28, 

1979,  and  September  2, 1979. 

The  technical  capability  finding  is 
made  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  §  504.5(d)  of  the 
Regulations,  taking  into  consideration 
the  ability  of  the  unit,  from  the  point  of 
fuel  intake,  to  physically  sustain 
combustion  of  coal  and  maintain  heat 


transfer  as  evidenced  by  the  existing 
equipment  and  shown  on  the 
Engineering  Department  drawing, 
identified  above,  and  observed  by  ERA 
staff  during  its  site  visit.  This  finding 
also  recognizes,  in  accordance  with 
§  504.5(d),  that  the  Schiller  Powerplants 
Nos.  4,  5  and  6  are  capable  of  burning 
coal,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
refurbishment  and  addition  of 
equipment  must  be  made  to  the 
powerplants  before  they  may  burn  an 
alternate  fuel  (coal)  as  their  primary 
energy  source  or  that  pollution  control 
'  equipment  may  be  necessary  to  meet  air 
quality  requirements. 

Other  Required  Findings 

Section  301(b)  of  FUA  states  that  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  final  prohibition 
orders  ERA  must  also  find  that  (1)  the 
powerplants  have  the  technical 
capability  to  use  coal  or  another 
alternate  fuel  as  a  primary  energy 
source,  or  they  could  have  capability 
without  (A)  substantial  modification  of 
the  powerplants  or  (B)  substantial 
reduction  in  the  rated  capacity  of  the 
powerplants:  and  (2)  it  is  financially 
feasible  for  the  powerplants  to  use  coal 
or  another  alternate  fuel  as  the  primary 
energy  source  in  such  powerplants. 

Proposed  Prohibition  Order  Under  Title 
III  of  FUA 

Subject  to  the  other  required  findings 
that  ERA  must  make,  ERA  hereby 
proposes  to  prohibit  P.S.Co.N.R’s 
Schiller  Powerplants  Nos.  4,  5  and  6 
from  burning  petroleum  or  natural  gas 
as  their  primary  energy  source. 

Description  of  Prohibition  Order 
Proceedings 

Pursuant  to  Section  301  of  FUA,  ERA 
has  promulgated  regulations  applicable 
to  the  issuance  of  prohibition  orders  to 
existing  facilities,  a  summary  of  which 
follows: 


(1)  ERA  has  performed  its  initial 
information  gathering  with  respect  to  the 
question  of  technical  capability  to  burn 
alternate  fuel  (coal)  and  has  informed 
P.S.Co.N.H.  that  it  is  considering 
issuance  of  the  proposed  prohibition 
orders.  ERA  has  also  had  informal 
discussions  with  P.S.Co.N.H.  concerning 
the  issuance  of  the  proposed  prohibition 
orders. 

(2)  ERA  has  made  a  finding  that 
P.S.Co.N.H.’s  Schiller  Powerplants  Nos. 

4,  5  and  6  have  or  previously  had  the 
technical  capability  of  using  coal  as 
their  primary  energy  source.  ERA  is 
publishing  these  findings  and  proposed 
prohibition  orders  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  required  by  Section  701(b)  of 
FUA.  In  accordance  with  Section  301(b) 
of  FUA,  the  proposed  prohibition  orders 
are  not  required  to  contain,  at  this  point 
in  the  proceeding,  the  other  pertinent 
findings  that  ERA  must  make  before 
final  prohibition  orders  can  be  issued. 
These  are  (1)  that  the  powerplants  have 
the  technical  capability  to  use  coal  or 
another  alternate  fuel  as  their  primary 
energy  source,  or  they  could  have  such 
capability  without  (A)  substantial 
physical  modification  of  the 
powerplants,  or  (B)  substantial 
reduction  in  the  rated  capacity  of  the 
powerplants;  and  (2)  that  it  is  financially 
feasible  for  P.S.Co.N.H.  to  use  coal  or 
another  alternate  fuel  as  the  primary 
energy  source  in  such  powerplants. 

(3)  In  accordance  with  §  501.51(b)(3) 
of  the  Regulations,  a  comment  period  of 
at  least  three  months  is  to  commence 
after  publication  of  the  proposed 
prohibition  orders,  during  which  period 
P.S.Co.N.H.  will  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  challenge  ERA’S  initial  findings  of 
technical  capability  contained  in  these 
proposed  prohibition  orders.  During  this 
three  month  comment  period, 

PS.Co.N.H.  is  required  to  furnish  ERA 
with  such  additional  evidence  as  is 
necessary  to  enable  ERA  to  make  the 
other  statutory  findings  set  forth  above, 
which  are  required  to  be  made  by  ERA 
prior  to  issuance  of  final  prohibition 
orders.  P.S.Co.N.H.  will  also  be  required, 
during  this  period,  to  Identify,  but  not  to 
demonstrate  its  entitlement  to,  any 
exemptions  for  which  the  Schiller 
Powerplants  Nos.  4,  5  and  6  may  qualify. 

(4)  Subsequent  to  the  end  of  the  three- 
month  comment  period,  ERA  will  issue  a 
notice  of  whether  ERA  intends  to 
proceed  with  the  prohibition  orders 
proceeding.  Within  three  months  of  the 
issuance  of  the  notice  of  intention  to 
proceed  with  the  prohibition  orders,  the 
owner  or  operator  of  the  powerplants 
that  may  be  subject  to  the  orders  may 
demonstrate  prior  to  issuance  of  the 
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final  prohibition  orders  that  the 
powerplants  would  qualify  for  an 
exemption  if  the  prohibitions  had  been 
established  by  rule. 

(5)  Subsequent  to  the  end  of  the 
second  three-month  period,  ERA  will,  if 
it  intends  to  issue  the  final  prohibition 
orders,  prepare  and  publish  a  notice  of 
availability  of  the  tentative  staff 
decision. 

(6)  Under  the  provisions  of  Section 
701(d)  of  FUA,  any  interested  person 
may  request  a  public  hearing  on  the 
proposed  prohibition  orders  and 
tentative  staff  decision.  Interested 
persons  wishing  a  hearing  must  request 
a  hearing  within  45  days  after 
publication  of  the  notice  of  availability 
of  the  tentative  staff  decision.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested,  ERA  shall  provide 
interested  persons  with  an  opportunity 
to  persent  oral  data,  views  and 
arguments  at  a  public  hearing  held  in 
accordance  with  Subpart  C  of  10  CFR 
Part  501. 

(7)  At  the  hearing,  if  any,  interested 
persons  will  have  the  opportunity  to 
question  the  parties  about  ERA'S 
proposed  orders  and  tentative  staff 
decision,  P.S.Co.N.H.’s  showing  on 
exemptions  and  rebuttal  of  ERA'S 
proposed  orders,  and  ERA'S  rebuttal  to 
any  showing  of  potential  qualification 
for  exemption. 

(8)  After  the  hearing,  if  any,  and  the 
second  three-month  comment  period, 
ERA  shall  determine  whether  the  final 
prohibition  orders  will  be  issued,  based 
upon  era's  review  of  the  entire 
administrative  record.  Copies  of  the 
final  prohibition  orders,  if  issued, 
together  with  a  summary  of  the  basis 
therefor,  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Such  orders  shall  not  take 
effect  earlier  than  sixty  days  after 
publication. 

Comment  and  Public  Hearing 
Procedures 

ERA  hereby  also  gives  notice  of  the 
opportunity  to  submit  written  comments, 
views,  and  arguments  by  interested 
persons  regarding  these  proposed 
prohibition  orders.  Comments  need  not 
be  limited  to  ERA's  technical  capability 
findings,  but  may  include  a  discussion  of 
all  three  statutory  findings.  The  initial 
comment  period  shall  remain  open  for  a 
period  of  three  months  after  publication 
of  these  proposed  orders  in  the  Federal 
Register,  unless  reduced  at  the  request 
of  the  recipient  of  the  proposed 
prohibition  orders  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
501.51(b)(8).  Notice  of  any  such  change 
during  the  time  for  public  comment  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Comments  should  make  reference  to  the 


docket  numbers  set  forth  in  this  notice 
and  proposed  orders.  Comments  should 
address  the  adequacy  and  validity  of  the 
findings  and  any  other  aspects  or 
impacts  of  the  proposed  prohibition 
orders  believed  to  be  relevant.  Written 
comments  on  the  proposed  prohibition 
orders  should  be  directed  to  Public 
Hearing  Management  (Case  Nos.  52411- 
2367-04-82,  52411-2367-05-82  and 
52411-2367-06-82),  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Box  4629,  Room  3214,  2000  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
and  should  be  received  before  4:30  p.m. 
on  February  12. 1980. 

In  accordance  with  10  CFR  501.34,  any 
interested  person  may  request  a  public 
hearing  on  the  proposed  orders.  The 
request  must  include  a  description  of  the 
person's  interest  in  the  proposed 
prohibition  orders,  an  outline  of  the 
anticipated  content  of  the  presentation 
to  be  made  at  the  public  hearing,  and  an 
address  and  telephone  number  where 
the  person  requesting  the  public  hearing 
may  be  reached. 

Comments  and  other  documents 
submitted  to  DOE  Public  Hearing 
Management  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  in  which  they 
are  transmitted  and  on  the  document 
itself  with  the  designation  "Proposed 
Prohibition  Orders  for  the  Schiller 
Powerplants  Nos.  4,  5  and  6."  Fifteen 
copies  should  be  submitted.  All  written 
comments,  all  oral  presentations,  and  all 
other  relevant  information  submitted  to 
or  available  to  ERA  will  be  considered 
by  ERA.  Any  information  or  data 
considered  to  be  confidential  by  the 
person  furnishing  it  must  be  so 
identified  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
10  CFR  303.9(f).  ERA  reserves  the  right 
to  determine  the  confidential  status  of 
the  information  or  data  and  to  treat  it  in 
accordance  with  that  determination. 


Statement  of  Basis  and  Rationale  for 
Proposed  Prohibition  Order 

ERA  has  issued  regulations  applicable 
to  existing  facilities  10  CFR  Part  .504 
(Regulations),  to  implement  the 
prohibitions  contained  in  Section  301(b) 
of  Title  III  of  FUA.  Section  504.5  of  the 
Regulations  sets  forth  the  basis  upon 
which  ERA  will  propose  to  prohibit  by 
order  the  use  of  natural  gas  or  petroleum 
as  a  primary  energy  source  by  a 


For  further  information  contact: 

William  L.  Webb  (Office  of  Public 
Information),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy,  2000 
M  Street.  N.W.,  Room  B-110,  Washington, 
D.C..  20461,  (202)  634-2170. 

Robert  L  Davies  (Fuels  Conversion- 
Program  Office),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy,  2000 
M  Street,  N.W.,  Room  3128L,  Washington, 
D.C..  20461,  (202)  634-6557. 

G.  Randolph  Comstock  (Office  of  General 
Counsel),  Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue  S.W.,  Room  6G-087, 
Washington.  D.C.  20585,  (202)  252-2967. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  November  13, 
1979. 

Robert  L.  Davies, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Fuels  Conversion.  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  79-3S618  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 

[ERA  Case  No.  52588-6124-01-82] 

Savannah  Electric  &  Power  Co.;  Notice 
and  Issuance  of  Proposed  Prohibition 
Order 

The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  hereby  gives  notice  pursuant 
to  Section  701(b)  of  the  Powerplant  and 
Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978  (FUA),  42 
U.S.C.  8301  et  seq.,  of  the  issuance  of  the 
following  proposed  prohibition  order 
which  would  prohibit  the  powerplant 
named  below  from  burning  natural  gas 
or  petroleum  as  its  primary  energy 
source. 

Proposed  Prohibition  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  granted  it  by 
Section  301(b)  of  FUA,  ERA  issues  this 
proposed  prohibition  order  to  the 
following  powerplant  owned  by  the 
Savannah  Electric  and  Power  Company 
(SEPCO). 


powerplant  where  ERA  finds  that  the 
powerplant  has  or  previously  had  the 
technical  capability  to  use  an  alternate 
fuel  as  a  primary  energy  source. 

SEPCO  has  reported  to  ERA  that  it 
estimates  the  potential  oil  displacement 
in  converting  the  Effingham  unit  to  an 
alternate  fuel  (coal)  is  approximately 
3,056  barrels  of  oil  per  day  or  1,115,600 
barrels  annually  assuming  a  utilization 
factor  of  50  percent. 


ERA  No.  Generating  station 

Powerplant  No.  Megawatt 

Location 

5Z588-6124-01-82 .  Effingham . 

1  163 

Effingham,  Ga. 
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Finding  of  Technical  Capability 

In  accordance  with  Section  301(b]  of 
Title  III  of  FUA,  this  proposed  order  is 
based  on  a  finding  by  ERA  that  SEPCO's 
Effingham  Powerplant  No.  1  has  or 
previously  had  the  technical  capability 
to  use  an  alternate  fuel  (coal)  as  a 
primary  energy  source.  This  finding  is 
based  upon  information  received  by 
ERA  from  SEPCO  that  the  unit  is 
technically  capable  of  burning  coal  as 
an  alternate  fuel,  including  a  study 
completed  for  SEPCO  by  Reynolds, 
Smith  and  Hills,  an  engineering  hrm 
located  in  Jacksonville,  Florida,  in 
August  1979,  entitled  “Report  on 
Alternative  Cases  for  Coal  Conversion 
of  Effingham  Generating  Unit  No.  1, 
Savannah  Electric  and  Power 
Company.” 

The  technical  capability  finding  is 
made  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  §  504.5(d]  of  the 
Regulations,  taking  into  consideration 
the  ability  of  the  unit,  from  the  point  of 
fuel  intake,  to  physically  sustain 
combustion  of  coal  and  maintain  heat 
transfer  as  evidenced  by  the  existing 
equipment.  This  Hnding  also  recognizes, 
in  accordance  with  §  504.5(d),  that  the 
Effmgham  unit  is  capable  of  burning 
coal,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  minor 
adjustements  must  be  made  to  the 
powerplant  before  it  may  bum  coal  as 
its  primary  energy  source  or  that 
pollution  control  equipment  may  be 
required  to  meet  air  quality 
requirements. 

Other  Required  Findings 

Section  301(b)  of  FUA  states  that  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  a  final  prohibition 
order  ERA  must  also  fmd  that:  (1)  The 
powerplant  has  the  technical  capability 
to  use  coal  or  another  alternate  fuel  as  a 
primary  energy  source,  or  it  could  have 
such  capability  without  (A)  substantial 
modiHcation  of  the  powerplant  or  (B) 
substantial  reduction  in  the  rated 
capacity  of  the  powerplant;  and  (2)  It  is 
financially  feasible  for  the  powerplant 
to  use  coal  or  another  alternate  fuel  as 
its  primary  energy  source  in  such 
powerplant. 

Proposed  Prohibition  Under  Title  III  of 
FUA 

Subject  to  the  other  required  findings 
that  ERA  must  make,  ERA  hereby 
proposes  to  prohibit  SEPCO's  Effingham 
Powerplant  No.  1  fi'om  burning 
petroleum  or  natural  gas  as  its  primary 
energy  source. 

Description  of  Prohibition  Order 
Proce^ngs 

Pursuant  to  Section  301  of  FUA,  ERA 
has  promulgated  Regulations  applicable 


to  the  issuance  of  prohibition  orders  to 
existing  facilites,  a  summary  of  which 
follows: 

(1)  ERA  has  performed  its  initial 
information  gathering  with  respect  to  the 
question  of  technical  capability  to  bum 
alternate  fuels  (coal)  and  has  informed 
SEPCO  that  it  is  considering  issuance  of 
a  proposed  prohibition  order.  ERA  has 
also  had  informal  discussions  with 
SEPCO  concerning  the  issuance  of  a 
proposed  prohibition  order. 

(2)  ERA  has  made  a  finding  that  the 
Effingham  unit  has  or  previously  had  the 
technical  capability  of  using  coal  as  its 
primary  energy  source.  ERA  is 
publishing  this  finding  and  proposed 
prohibition  order  in  the  Federal  Register 
as  required  by  Section  701(b)  of  FUA.  In 
accordance  with  Section  301(b)  of  FUA, 
the  proposed  prohibition  order  is  not 
required  to  contain,  at  this  point  in  the 
proceeding,  the  other  pertinent  findings 
that  ERA  must  make  before  a  final 
prohibition  order  can  be  issued.  These 
are  (1)  that  the  powerplant  has  the 
technical  capability  to  use  coal  or 
another  alternate  fuel  as  a  primary 
energy  source,  or  it  could  have  such 
capability  without  (A)  substantial 
physical  modification  of  the  powerplant 
or  (B)  substantial  reduction  in  the  rated 
capacity  of  the  powerplant;  and  (2)  that 
it  is  financially  feasible  for  SEPCO  to 
use  coal  or  another  alternate  fuel  as  a 
primary  energy  source  in  such 
powerplant. 

(3)  In  accorance  with  Section 
501.51(b)(3)  of  the  Regulations,  a  public 
comment  period  of  at  least  three  months 
is  to  commence  after  publication  of  the 
proposed  prohibition  order,  during 
which  period  SEPCO  will  be  given  an 
opportunity  to  challenge  ERA’S  initial 
finding  of  technical  capability  contained 
in  this  proposed  prohibition  order. 

During  this  three  month  comment 
period,  under  Section  501.51(b)(3)  of  the 
Regulations,  SEPCO  is  required  to 
furnish  ERA  with  such  additional 
evidence  as  is  necessary  to  enable  ERA 
to  make  the  other  statutory  findings  set 
forth  above,  which  are  required  to  be 
made  by  ERA  prior  to  issuance  of  a  final 
prohibition  order.  SEPCO  will  also  be 
required,  during  this  period,  to  identify, 
but  not  to  demonstrate  its  entitlement  to, 
any  exemptions  for  which  the  Effingham 
unit  may  qualify. 

(4)  Subsequent  to  the  end  of  the  three 
month  comment  period,  ERA  will  issue  a 
notice  of  whether  ERA  intends  to 
proceed  with  the  prohibition  order 
proceeding.  Within  three  months  of  the 
issuance  of  the  notice  of  intention  to 
proceed  with  the  prohibition  order,  the 
owner  or  operator  of  a  powerplant  that 
may  be  subject  to  an  order  may 
demonstrate  prior  to  issuance  of  a  final 


prohibition  order  that  the  powerplant 
would  qualify  for  an  exemption  if  the 
prohibition  had  been  established  by 
rule. 

(5)  Subsequent  to  the  end  of  the 
second  three  month  period,  ERA  will,  if 
it  intends  to  issue  a  final  prohibition 
order,  prepare  and  publish  a  notice  of 
availability  of  a  tentative  staff  decision. 

(6)  Under  the  provisions  of  Section 
701(d)  of  FUA,  any  interested  person 
may  request  a  public  hearing  on  the 
proposed  prohibition  order  and  tentative 
staff  decision.  Interested  persons 
wishing  a  hearing  must  request  a 
hearing  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  the  notice  of  availability  of  the 
tentative  staff  decision.  If  a  hearing  has 
been  requested,  ERA  shall  provide 
interested  persons  with  an  opportunity 
to  present  oral  data,  views  and 
arguments  at  a  public  hearing  held  in 
accordance  with  Subpart  C  of  10  CFR 
Part  501. 

(7)  At  the  hearing,  if  any,  interested 
persons  will  have  the  opportunity  to 
question  the  parties  about  ERA’s 
proposed  order  and  tentative  staff 
decision,  SEPCO’s  showing  on 
exemptions  and  rebuttal  of  ERA’s 
proposed  order,  and  ERA’s  rebuttal  to 
any  showing  of  potential  qualification 
for  exemption. 

(8)  After  the  hearing,  if  any,  and  the 
second  three  month  period,  ERA  shall 
determine  whether  a  final  prohibition 
order  will  be  issued  based  upon  ERA’s 
review  of  the  entire  adminstrative 
record.  Copies  of  the  final  prohibition 
order,  if  issued,  together  with  a 
summary  of  the  basis  therefore,  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
final  order  shall  not  take  effect  earlier 
than  sixty  days  after  publication. 

Comment  and  Public  Hearing 
Procedures 

ERA  hereby  also  gives  notice  of  the 
opportunity  to  submit  written  comments, 
views,  and  arguments  by  interested 
persons  regarding  this  proposed 
prohibition  order.  Comments  need  not 
be  limited  to  ERA’s  technical  capability 
finding,  but  may  include  a  discussion  of 
all  three  statutory  findings. 

The  initial  comment  period  shall 
remain  open  for  a  period  of  three 
months  after  publication  of  this 
proposed  order  in  the  Federal  Register, 
unless  reduced  at  the  request  of  the 
recipient  of  the  proposed  prohibition 
order  pursuant  to  $  501.51(b)(8).  Notice 
of  any  such  change  during  the  time  for 
public  comment  will  be  published  in  the 
‘Federal  Register.  Comments  should 
make  reference  to  the  docket  number  set 
forth  in  this  notice  and  proposed  order. 
Comments  should  address  the  adequacy 
and  validity  of  the  findings  and  any  other 
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aspects  or  impacts  of  the  proposed 
prohibition  order  believed  to  be 
relevant. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
prohibition  order  should  be  directed  to 
Public  Hearing  Management  (Case  No. 
52588-6124-01-82),  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Box  4629,  Room  3214,  2000  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
and  should  be  received  before  4:30  p.m. 
on  February  12, 1980.  ' 

In  accordance  with  10  CFR  501.34,  any 
interested  person  may  request  a  public 
hearing  on  the  proposed  order.  The 
request  must  include  a  description  of  the 
person’s  interest  in  the  proposed 
prohibition  order,  an  outline  of  the 
anticipated  content  of  the  presentation 
to  be  made  at  the  public  hearing,  and  an 
address  and  telephone  number  where 
the  person  requesting  the  public  hearing 
may  be  reached. 

Comments  and  other  documents 
submitted  to  DOE  Public  Hearing 
Management  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  in  which  they 
are  transmitted  and  on  the  document 
itself  with  the  designation  “Proposed 
Prohibition  Order  for  Effingham 
Powerplant  No.  1."  Fifteen  copies  should 
be  summitted.  All  written  comments,  all 
oral  presentations,  and  all  other  relevant 
information  submitted  to  or  available  to 
ERA  will  be  considered  by  ERA.  Any 
information  or  data  considered  to  be 
conHdential  by  the  person  furnishing  it 
must  be  so  identified  in  writing  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  303.9(f).  ERA 
reserves  the  right  to  determine  the 
confidential  status  of  the  information  or 
data  and  to  treat  it  in  accordance  with 
that  determination. 

For  further  information  contact: 

William  L.  Webb  (Office  of  Public 
Information),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 

2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Room  B-110, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20461,  (202)  634-2170. 
Robert  L  Davies  (Fuels  Conversion- 
Program  Office),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy,  2000 
M  Street,  N.W..  Room  3128L,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20461,  (202)  634-6557. 

G.  Randolph  Comstock  (Office  of  General 
Counsel),  Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  N.W.,  Room  6G-087. 
Washington,  D.C,  20585,  (202)  252-2967. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  November  14, 
1979. 

Robert  L.  Davies, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Fuels  Conversion,  Economic  Regulatory 
Adminstration. 

|FR  Doc.  79-3S617  Piled  ll-IS-TS.  8:45  am] 

BlUINO  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Wallies  Penzoil;  Proposed  Remedial 
Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.192(c),  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  which  was  issued  to 
Wallace  Mays.  Jr.  D/B/A  Wallies 
Penzoil,  Point  Marion,  Pa.  This  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  charges  Wallies  Penzoil 
with  pricing  violations  in  the  amoimt  of 
$4,277,  connected  with  the  retail  sale  of 
gasoline  during  the  time  period  August 
1, 1979  through  September  28, 1979. 

A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  bom  Edward 
F.  Momorella,  Program  Manager  for 
Product  Retailers,  Department  of  Energy, 
Northeast  Enforcement  District,  1421 
Cherry  Street,  10th  Floor.  Philadelphia, 
Pa.  19102.  On  or  before  December  4, 

1979,  any  aggrieved  person  may  file  a 
Notice  of  Objection  with  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  2000  “M”  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  Section  205.193. 

Issued  in  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  on 
the  2nd  day  of  November  1979. 

Herbert  M.  Heitzer, 

District  Manager,  Office  of  Enforcement, 
Northeast  District 

(FR  Doc.  79-35627  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Action  Taken  on  Consent  Orders 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

action:  Notice  of  Action  Taken  on 
Consent  Orders. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  hereby  gives  Notice 
that  Consent  Orders  were  entered  into 
between  the  Office  of  Enforcement, 

ERA,  and  the  firms  listed  below  during 
the  month  of  October.  These  Consent 
Orders  concern  prices  charged  by  retail 
motor  gasoline  dealers  allegedly  in 
excess  of  the  maximum  lawful  selling 
price  for  motor  gasoline.  The  purpose 
and  effect  of  these  Consent  Orders  is  to 
bring  the  consenting  firms  into  present 
compliance  with  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  Regulations  and  the 
General  Allocation  and  Price 
Regulations,  and  they  do  not  address  or 
limit  any  liability  with  respect  to  the 
consenting  firms’  prior  compliance  or 
possible  violation  of  the  aforementioned 
regulations.  Pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Orders,  the  consenting  firms  agree  to  the 
following  actions. 

1.  Reduce  prices  for  each  grade  of 
gasoline  to  no  more  than  the  maximum 
lawful  selling  price; 


2.  Post  the  maximum  lawful  selling 
price,  or  a  certification  that  the  current 
selling  price  is  equal  to  or  less  than  the 
maximum  allowed,  for  each  grade  of 
gasoline  on  each  pump  used  to  dispense 
gasoline,  facing  each  direction  from 
which  the  pumps  are  generally  viewed 
by  customers,  in  numbers  or  letters  not 
less  than  one-half  (V^)  inch  high,  or  (b) 
post  the  maximum  lawful  selling  price 
for  each  grade  of  gasoline  in  a 
prominent  location  elsewhere  at  the 
retail  outlet  which  is  visible  to  a 
customer  purchasing  gasoline  in  letters 
not  less  than  four  (4)  inches  high,  or  (c) 
post  a  certiHcation  that  the  current 
selling  price  is  equal  to  or  less  than  the 
maximum  allowed  in  a  prominent 
location  elsewhere  at  the  retail  outlet 
which  is  visible  to  a  customer 
purchasing  gasoline  in  letters  not  less 
than  one  and  one-half  [IV2)  inches  high; 

3.  Properly  maintain  records  required 
under  the  aforementioned  regulations; 
and 

4.  Cease  and  desist  from  employing 
any  discriminatory  and/or  unlawful 
business  practices  prohibited  by  the 
aforementioned  regulations. 

For  further  information  regarding 
tliese  Consent  Orders,  please  contact 
Leon  Snead,  Program  Manager  for 
Product  Retailers.  Department  of  Energy, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Enforcement  Program  Operations,  2000 
M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
telephone  number  202-254-5907. 

Firm  Name,  Firm  Address,  and  Audit  Date 
Capitol  Hill  Exxon,  339  Pennsylvania  Ave., 
SE..  Washington,  D.C.  20003-10-03-79 
Johnny’s  Exxon,  1545  Wisconsin  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C,  20007-10-15-79 
Taylor’s  Arco,  12871  Gordon  Blvd., 
Woodbridge,  VA  22191-10-23-79 
New  Town  Shell,  South  Dakota  Ave.  &  V  St., 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20018 — 9-10-79 
Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  the  9tli  day 
of  November,  1979. 

Robert  D.  Gerring, 

Director,  Enforcement  Program  Operations 
Division,  Economic  Regulatory 
A  dministration. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35504  Filed  11-16-79  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Energy  Information  Administration 

Reduction  of  Reporting  Burden 

agency:  Energy  Information 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy 
action:  Statement  by  the  Energy 
Information  Administration  (EIA) 
concerning  the  Department  of  Energy’s 
(DOE)  continuing  program  to  reduce 
energy  information  reporting  burden  on 
industry,  small  businesses,  and  the 
public. 
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summary:  The  Department  of  Energy  is 
committed  to  reducing  the  burden  it 
places  on  private  industry  and 
individuals  to  submit  information  about 
their  businesses  or  holdings.  The 
Department  uses  the  information  it 
collects  to  review  the  domestic  energy 
situation,  analyze  policy  and  program 
alternatives,  and  enforce  compliance 
with  the  Department's  regulations.  The 
Energy  Information  Administration 
collects  most  of  this  energy  information, 
and  publishes  much  of  it  in  periodic 
statistical  data  reports.  Because  the  EIA 
collects  or  maintains  this  information  on 
behalf  of  other  DOE  offices,  including 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  and  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  the  EIA  is  responsible 
for  coordinating  DOE's  program  to 
eliminate  uiuiecessary  reporting  burden. 
This  program  is  consistent  with  the 
goals  of  the  President’s  Paperwork 
Reduction  Program,  initiated  in  February 

1978,  and  the  Department’s  Regulatory 
Reform  Task  Force,  begim  January  1978. 
and  chaired  by  the  DOE  Deputy 
Secretary.  It  should  be  noted  that  both 
the  DOE  and  the  President’s  Paperworic 
Reduction  Programs  concentrate  on 
those  data  collection  instruments  that 
are  filed  on  an  occasional  or  recurring 
basis.  DOE  also  collects  information  on 
short-term,  single-time  studies,  which, 
imder  normal  circumstances,  constitute 
less  than  one  percent  of  the  aimual 
burden  hours  of  reporting  imposed  on 
the  public.  Unless  otherwise  noted,  all 
the  figures  in  this  notice  pertain  to  the 
annual  recurring  reporting  burden. 

This  statement  is  intended  to 
familiarize  the  public  with  the  progress 
in  reducing  respondent  burden  in  FY 

1979.  It  is  issued  in  accordance  with 
initiative  number  nine  of  a  Notice  (44  FR 
1032,  January  3, 1979)  in  which  DOE 
proposed  16  new  Regulatory  Reform 
Initiatives  and  updates  information 
contained  in  a  previous  Notice  (44  FR 
27471,  May  10, 1979)  in  which  DOEL 
described  the  specific  programs  it  has  to 
reduce  reporting  burden  and  the  policies 
that  underlie  those  programs. 

TO  COMMENT  ON  THIS  NOTICE  OR  FOR 
FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Dr. 
Irene  C.  Montie,  Director,  Survey  and 
Statistical  Design  Division,  Office  of 
Energy  Data  Standards  and  Statistical 
Design.  Energy  Information 
Administration,  Mail  Station  4146, 
Federal  Building,  12th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW,  Washington.  D.C.  20461, 
telephone:  (202)  633-9464. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I  Background 

II  Elimination/Systems  Consolidation 

III  Statistical  Design  and  Forms 
Clearance  Process 


I.  Background 

The  Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  has 
made  substantial  progress  in  reducing 
the  energy  information  reporting  burden 
on  industry,  small  businesses,  and  the 
public.  In  its  first  year  of  existence, 
October  1977  through  September  1978, 
DOE  reduced  the  total  annual  reporting 
burden  on  persons  who  fill  out  DOE 
forms  by  nearly  one-fourth,  from  4.9 
million  person  hours  to  3.7  million 
person  hours.  In  FY  1979,  due  in  large 
measure  to  the  five  separate  statutes 
which  comprise  the  National  Energy  Act 
(NEA),  signed  by  President  Carter  on 
November  9, 1978,  new  informational 
requirements  were  imposed  on  the 
Department.  The  informational 
requirements  dictated  by  the  NEA,  as 
well  as  previously  mandated  collections 
of  information  concerning  verifiable  oil 
and  gas  reserves  and  financial  and 
operational  information  about  major 
energy  companies,  have  increased  the 
overall  reporting  burden  by  nearly  50 
percent  from  the  3.7  million  person 
hours  in  FY  1978  to  5.4  million  person 
hours  in  FY  1979. 

These  new  reporting  systems 
currently  comprise  43  percent  of  DOE's 
total  annual  reporting  burden.  When  the 
new  reporting  systems  are  subtracted 
from  the  total  FY  1979  annual  burden, 
the  reporting  burden  requirements  on 
previously  existing  forms  are  3.1  million 
person  hours,  a  16-percent  decrease 
from  FY  1978,  and  a  37-percent  decrease 
from  the  burden  at  DOE’s  inception. 

This  decrease  occurred  in  spite  of  the 
new  forms  developed  and  implemented 
to  satisfy  the  increased  demand  in  FY 
1979  for  information  on  supplies  of  crude 
oil,  petroleum,  and  natural  gas. 

As  mentioned  above,  single-time 
studies  normally  constitute  less  than 
one  percent  of  the  annual  responding 
burden  DOE  imposes  on  the  public. 
However,  late  in  FY  1979,  building 
energy  conservation  forms  and  pilot 
energy  consumption  studies  caused  the 
burden  for  single-time  forms  to  take  a 
short-term  quantum  leap  from 
approximately  13,000  to  2.3  million 
person  hours.  This  increased  burden  is 
not  expected  to  continue  throughout  FY 

1980. 

II.  Elimination/Consolidation  Process 

Periodically  EIA  reviews  selected, 
related  information  systems  and 
reporting  forms  to  determine  if  they 
should  be  integrated,  modified  or 
eliminated.  Each  form  or  system 
proposed  for  review  is  analyzed  by  the 
EIA  staff  to  determine:  (a)  Its  underlying 
legislative  authority  and  policy 
justification,  (b)  the  information  being 
collected,  (c)  the  usefulness  of  reports 


based  on  this  information,  and  (d)  the 
impact  its  integration,  modification  or 
elimination  would  have  on  the 
continued  utility  of  related  historical 
data.  If  the  analysis  reveals  a  significant 
increase  in  consolidation  cost  or 
adverse  impact  on  the  integrity  of  the 
data,  the  proposed  consolidation  may  be 
reconsidered. 

In  calendar  year  1978  sixteen  forms 
were  eliminated  or  consolidated  through 
this  process,  and  thirteen  forms  reduced 
in  scope.  Fourteen  forms  were 
eliminated  and  an  additional  fourteen 
forms  reduced  in  scope  in  the  remainder 
of  FY  1979. 

III.  Statistical  Design  and  Forms 
Clearance  Process 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Reports  Act.  every  DOE  data  collection 
instrument  that  is  used  to  gather 
identical  information  from  ten  or  more 
non-government  entities  is  approved  for 
official  use  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (0MB).  The  clearance  of  any 
such  DOE  instrument  that  proposes  to 
collect  energy  information  is  first 
reviewed  within  the  Department  to 
ensure  that  the  form  is  properly 
designed  from  a  statistical  and 
programmatic  point  of  view,  fully 
justified,  and  sufficiently  clear  to 
prevent  respondent  confusion.  The  EIA 
manages  this  review  process  in  the 
Department,  conducts  the  element-by- 
element  justification  of  all  elements  on 
the  data  collection  instrument,  and 
offers  statistical  and  survey  design, 
forms  design,  other  types  of  technical 
assistance  to  other  DOE  offices. 

Sampling  is  one  of  the  primary 
techniques  used  by  ELA  to  reduce 
respondent  burden.  When  selected  on 
the  basis  of  appropriate  statistical 
methodology,  sample  units  may  be 
considered  representative  of  all  units 
eligible  to  be  included  in  a  survey.  Thus, 
sampling  techniques  help  reduce  burden, 
especially  on  small  businesses  where 
the  size  or  volume  of  a  business  is  a 
major  determinant  in  the  survey 
selection  process.  In  FY  1979  EIA 
reviewed  or  designed  well  over  100 
statistical  samples.  Despite  the  overall 
increase  in  burden  due  to  the  previously 
mentioned  mandated  requirements,  the 
number  of  respondents  filing  DOE  forms 
has  been  reduced  by  approximately 
25,000  from  FY  1978.  Excluding  new 
reporting  requirements,  the  number  of 
respondents  has  been  reduced  by  more 
than  100,000. 

In  addition  to  duplication  searches 
conducted  by  program  offices  and  task 
forces,  EIA  searches  ciurent,  past  and 
proposed  DOE  forms  to  minimize  the 
possibility  of  duplication  of  DOE  data 
collection  efforts.  To  aid  in  these 
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searches  a  comprehensive  computerized 
forms  clearance  management  data  set  ' 
was  developed  and  is  now  being 
redesigned  to  provide  more  flexibility  in 
obtaining  outputs.  In  addition  to  the  EIA 
forms  review  and  clearance  process, 
other  DOE  ofHces  employ  similar  review 
procedures  for  energy  forms  developed 
for  their  use.  Excluding  the  new 
reporting  requirements  of  NEA,  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
reduced  its  reporting  burden  on 
previously  existing  requirments  by  52 
percent  in  FY  1979.  FERC  is  proposing  to 
eliminate  20  forms,  totaling  281,600 
hours  of  respondent  burden  as  a  result 
of  efforts  made  in  FY  1979. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  November  13, 
1979. 

Lincoln  E.  Moses, 

Administrator,  Energy  Information 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35503  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-11 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Issuance  of  Decisions  and  Orders; 
Week  of  August  27  Through  August 
31, 1979 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  August  27  through  August  31, 
1979,  the  Decisions  and  Orders 
summarized  below  were  issued  with 
respect  to  Appeals  and  Applications  for 
Exception  or  other  relief  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of  the 
Department  of  Energy,  The  following 
summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  which  were  dismissed  by 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  and 
the  basis  for  the  dismissal. 

Appeals 

William  Acuff,  Washburn,  Tenn.;  DFA-0507, 
freedom  of  information 

Willi.im  Acuff  filed  an  Appeal  from  a 
partial  denial  by  the  Inspector  General  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  of  a  Request  for 
Information  which  he  had  submitted  under 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (the  FOIA). 
In  considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE  found 
that  information  initially  withheld  under 
exemptions  552(b](6]  and  552(b](7)(D]  should 
not  be  released.  The  requested  information 
consisted  of  the  names  of  witnesses  and 
identifying  detail  in  AcufFs  personnel  file. 

Amdahl  Corp.,  Sunnyvale,  Calif;  DFA-0569, 
freedom  of  information 

Amdahl  Corporation  appealed  from  a 
partial  denial  of  its  Freedom  of  Information 
Act  request.  In  its  Appeal,  Amdahl  requested 
that  the  DOE  release  portions  of  documents 
which  had  been  withheld  under  Exemption  4 
of  the  FOIA.  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the 
DOE  determined  that  the  official  who  had 
withheld  the  information  had  not  provided 
Amdahl  with  a  sufficient  explanation  for  his 
decision.  Therefore,  the  DOE  remanded  the 


matter  with  instructions  either  to  release  the 
requested  material  or  to  provide  Amdahl  with 
speciHc  reasons  why  the  requested  material 
falls  within  Exemption  4. 

Request  for  Exception 

Amerada  Hess  Corp.,  New  York,  N.  Y.;  DEE- 
6417,  crude  oil 

Amerada  Hess  Corporation  (Amerada 
Hess)  filed  an  Application  for  Exception  from 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D. 
The  exception  request,  if  granted,  would 
permit  the  firm  to  sell  at  upper  tier  ceiling 
prices  the  crude  oil  which  it  produces  from 
the  Ives  Stenbak  Silurian  Unit  (Ives-Stenbak 
Unit)  located  in  Williams  County,  North 
Dakota.  In  considering  the  Application,  the 
DOE  found  that  the  cost  of  producing  crude 
oil  from  the  Ives-Stenbak  Unit  had  increased 
to  a  level  where  it  now  exceeds  the  revenues 
the  firm  can  obtain  from  the  sale  of  the  crude 
oil  at  the  lower  tier  ceiling  price.  The  DOE 
found  that  Amerada  Hess  had  no  economic 
incentive  to  continue  to  produce  crude  oil 
from  the  Ives-Stenbak  Unit  and  that  it  was 
unlikely  that  the  crude  oil  in  the  reservoir 
underlying  the  Ives-Stenbak  Unit  could  be 
recovered  by  any  other  firm  in  the  absence  of 
exception  relief.  The  DOE  therefore 
concluded  that  the  application  of  the  ceiling 
price  rule  resulted  in  a  gross  inequity  to 
Amerada  Hess  and  the  other  working  interest 
owners.  In  order  to  provide  the  working 
interest  owners  with  an  incentive  to  continue 
to  produce,  the  DOE  granted  an  exception 
which  permits  Amerada  Hess  to  sell  at  upper 
tier  ceiling  prices  100  percent  of  the  crude  oil 
produced  from  the  Ives-Stenbak  Unit  for  the 
benebt  of  the  working  interest  owners  for  the 
period  June  11. 1979  through  December  31. 
1979. 

American  Agri-Fuels  Corp.;  Kansas  City, 

Mo.;  DEE-2179,  gasohol 

American  Agri-Fuels  Corporation  tiled  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  211.  In  its  Application,  the 
firm  sought  the  assignment  of  a  supplier  and 
an  allocation  of  unleaded  motor  gasoline.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
exception  relief  was  necessary  to  enable  the 
firm  to  produce  and  market  gasohol.  In 
determining  that  the  Application  for 
Exception  should  be  granted,  the  DOE 
discussed  the  following  important  issues:  (i) 
whether  the  inability  of  American  Agri-Fuels 
to  obtain  an  assured  supply  of  unleaded 
gasoline  was  directly  attributable  to  the  DOE 
regulatory  program;  (ii)  the  importance  of 
encouraging  market  entry  by  new, 
independent  firms:  and  (iii)  the  importance  of 
encouraging  the  development  of  alternative 
domestic  energy  sources. 

Cooper  and  Brain,  Inc.,  Wilmington,  Calif; 
DEE-1405,  crude  oil 

Cooper  and  Brain,  Inc.  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR, 
Part  212,  Subpart  D,  in  which  the  firm  sought 
retroactive  relief  that  would  permit  the  firm 
to  retain  certain  revenues  realized  during 
1974  as  a  result  of  its  alleged  improper 
certification  of  the  Brea  Canyon  Fee  Lease 
near  Wilmington,  California,  as  a  stripper 
well  property.  In  considering  the  request,  the 
DOE  found  that  the  firm  failed  to  establish 
compelling  reasons  why  retroactive  relief 


was  warranted  or  to  demonstrate  that  it 
would  experience  a  severe  and  irreparable 
injury  in  the  absence  of  such  relief. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 

James  and  Williams  Orthopaedic  Shoes,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif;  DEE-7562,  temperature 
restrictions 

James  and  Williams  Orthopaedic  Shoes 
(James  and  Williams)  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
490  in  which  the  firm  requested  that  it  be 
allowed  to  cool  its  office  to  70°F,  which  is  8° 
lower  than  the  prescribed  level.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
exception  relief  was  necessary  because 
James  and  Williams  have  a 
disproportionately  high  number  of  seriously 
ill  customers  who  require  its  health  services 
and  whose  health  might  be  impaired  unless 
temperatures  could  be  lowered  to  70°F. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  granted. 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co.,  Bartlesville.  Okla.; 
DXE-7866,  crude  oil 

Phillips  Petroleum  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  212.73  in  which  the  firm  sought 
permission  to  sell  the  crude  oil  produced  from 
the  Foote  Lease  located  in  Oklahoma  County, 
Oklahoma  at  prices  in  excess  of  the  ceiling 
prices  permitted  by  the  Mandatory  Petroleum 
Price  Regulations.  In  considering  the  request 
the  DOE  found  that  at  the  applicable  ceiling 
prices  the  firm  would  incur  an  operating  loss 
on  the  lease  and  exception  relief  was 
necessary  to  provide  the  firm  with  an 
incentive  to  continue  crude  oil  production 
operations.  Accordingly,  exception  relief  to 
the  working  interest  owners  was  granted  in 
part. 

The  Shell  Co.  (Puerto  Rico)  Limited,  P.R., 
DEE-2541,  motor  gasoline 

On  March  16, 1979,  the  Shell  Company 
(Puerto  Rico)  Limited  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
211  in  which  the  firm  sought  relief  from  the 
economic  hardship  it  was  experiencing 
because  its  base  period  supplier  had 
increased  the  price  of  its  motor  gasoline.  The 
DOE  found  that  the  Shell  Company  (Puerto 
Rico)  Limited  was  suffering  a  gross  inequity 
since  its  competitors  could  “roll  in"  their 
costs  into  sales  throughout  the  United  States 
but  it  had  no  mainland  business  and  was 
required  to  recover  all  of  the  costs  of  its 
Puerto  Rican  operations  in  Puerto  Rico. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  granted. 

The  Shell  Oil  Company  was  directed  to 
supply  the  applicant  with  its  base  period  use 
of  motor  gasoline,  through  the  purchase  of 
motor  gasoline  from  a  Puerto  Rican  refiner  or 
through  the  execution  of  an  exchange  or 
processing  agreement  with  such  a  refiner. 

Request  for  Stay 

Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  Valley  Forge,  Pa.,  DES-0565, 
motor  gasoline 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation  filed  an  Application 
for  Stay  which,  if  granted,  would  stay  the 
effectiveness  of  an  Assignment  Order  until  a 
determination  is  issued  concerning  Mobil's 
Appeal  from  the  Order,  which  the  ERA 
Region  III  issued  to  Home  Oil  Company  on 
June  22, 1979.  In  that  Order,  Home  Oil  was 
designated  as  the  sole  base  period  supplier  of 
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motor  gasoline  to  B&O  Mobil  Service  and 
Home  Oil  was  permitted  to  upward  certify 
the  assigned  volumes  to  its  supplier.  Mobil.  In 
considering  the  Mobil  application,  the  DOB 
found  that  the  firm  would  not  suffer  an 
irreparable  injury  if  a  stay  was  denied.  The 
DOE  also  concluded  that  Mobil  had  not 
shown  that  there  was  a  likelihood  of  success 
on  the  merits  of  its  Appeal.  Accordingly,  the 
Application  for  Stay  was  denied. 

Shell  Oil  Co.,  Houston,  Tx.,  DES-2541,  motor 
gasoline 

Shell  Oil  company  filed  an  Application  for 
Stay  pending  judicial  review  of  a  Decision 
and  Order  wUch  the  DOE  issued  to  The  Shell 
Company  (Puerto  Rico)  Limited  on  August  28. 
1979.  In  considering  the  Application,  the  DOE 
determined  that  Shell  had  failed  to  satisfy 
any  of  the  criteria  for  approval  of  a  stay. 
Accordingly,  the  stay  request  pending  judicial 
review  was  denied.  However,  the  DOE  did 
stay  one  aspect  of  the  August  28  Order 
pending  the  filing  of  an  Application  for 
Modification  by  Shell. 

Request  for  Temporary  Stay 
Fiha  Jobbers  Association,  Inc.,  Forest  Park 
Go.,  DST-5568,  motor  gasoline 

Fina  Jobbers  Association,  Inc.  Hied  a 
Motion  for  Class  Certification  and  an 
Application  for  Temporary  Stay  in  which  the 
firm  sought  additional  supplies  of  motor 
gasoline  for  all  branded  jobbers  of  American 
Petrofina,  Inc.  (Fina).  In  considering  the 
Motion  for  Class  Certification,  the  DOE 
concluded  that  Fina  Jobbers  should  be 
tentatively  and  conditionally  certified  as  the 
class  representative  for  all  branded  Fina 
jobbers  that  purchased  at  least  75  percent  of 
their  total  supplies  of  motor  gasoline  from 
Fina  during  the  period  November  1, 1977 
through  October  31, 1978.  In  considering  the 
request  for  stay,  the  DOE  determined  that 
Fina  Jobbers  has  failed  to  show  that  the  class 
would  incur  an  irreparable  injury  if  a 
temporary  stay  were  denied.  Accordingly,  the 
Application  for  Temporary  Stay  was  denied. 

Motions  For  Discovery 

Amoco  Oil  Co.,  Chicago,  III.  DEH-2179.  DED- 
2179,  gasohol 

Amoco  Oil  Company  filed  a  Motion  for 
Evidentiary  Hearing  and  a  Motion  for 
Discovery  in  connection  with  the  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  that  had  been  issued  to 
American  Agri-Fuels  Corporation  (Case  No. 
DEE-2179).  In  considering  the  Motion  for 
Evidentiary  Hearing,  the  DOE  found  that  a 
hearing  previously  held  in  this  matter 
afforded  Amoco  a  su^icient  opportunity  to 
present  its  position  with  respect  to  the  factual 
issues  raised  in  the  Motion  for  Evidentiary 
Hearing.  In  considering  the  Motion  for 
Discovery,  the  DOE  found  that  the  Amoco 
Motion  did  not  fulfill  the  requirements  of  10 
CFR  205.66.  Accordingly,  the  Amoco  Motions 
for  Evidentiary  Hearing  and  Discovery  were 
denied. 

Standard  Oil  Co.  of  Ohio,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 
DRZ-0025,  discovery 

The  Standard  Oil  Company  of  Ohio 
requested  that  it  be  permitted  to  take  the 
deposition  of  Robert  G.  Rives,  Team  Leader 
in  the  Office  of  Special  Counsel's  Crude 


Production  Audit  Division.  In  granting  the 
request,  the  DOE  noted  that  the  Office  of 
Special  Counsel  had  agreed  to  allow  Sohio  to 
take  Mr.  Rives's  deposition. 

Supplemental  Orders 

Crown  Central  Petroleum  Corp.,  Baltimore, 
Md.,  DRX-0200  Motor  gasoline  and 
distilllate 

Office  of  Special  Counsel,  Washington,  D.C. 

Crown  Central  Petroleum  Corporation  and 
the  Office  of  Special  Counsel  jointly 
requested  that  the  DOE  extend  a  previously 
issued  stay  of  enforcement  proceedings 
against  Crown.  In  considering  the  request,  the 
DOE  determined  that  the  considerations 
which  led  the  DOE  to  grant  the  previous  stay 
request  were  still  present  and  therefore 
determined  that  any  administrative  action 
should  be  stayed  for  a  period  of  60  days. 

Office  of  Special  Counsel  (Re  Conoco,  Inc.), 
Washington,  D.C.  DEX-0208, 
supplemental  order 
This  Supplemental  Order  was  issued  in 
connection  with  proceedings  initiated  under 
Part  205,  Subpart  V,  of  the  DOE  regulations. 

In  the  Order  the  DOE  required  Conoco,  Inc.  to 
negotiate  an  escrow  agreement  with  a 
banking  institution  approved  by  the  DOE. 

The  escrow  account  would  contain  funds  that 
Conoco  agreed  to  pay  to  the  United  States  in 
a  Consent  Order  Dated  August  11, 1978. 

Petitions  Involving  the  Standby  Petroleum 
Product  Allocation  Regulations  for  Motor 
Gasoline 

The  foil  j wing  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Exception  and/or  Interim  Order  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Motor  Gasoline  Allocation 
Regulations.  The  requests,  if  granted,  would 
result  in  an  increase  in  the  base  period 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued 
Decisions  and  Orders  which  determined  that 
the  requests  be  granted: 

Company  Name,  Location,  and  Case  No. 
Amerada  Hess  Corp.,  Washington,  D.C.; 
DEN-7736. 

Village  Mobil,  Medway,  Mass.;  DEN-4744. 
Auto  Row  Texaco,  San  Jose,  Calif;  DEE- 
4290. 

Todisco  Amoco,  E.  Boston,  Mass.;  DEN-4644. 

Petitions  Involving  the  Standby  Petroleum 
Product  Allocation  Regulations  for  Motor 
Gasoline 

The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Temporary  Exception  from  the  provisions  of 
the  Motor  Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations. 
The  requests,  if  granted,  would  result  in  an 
increase  in  the  base  period  allocation  of 
motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued  Decisions 
and  Orders  which  determined  that  the 
requests  be  denied: 

Company  Name,  Location,  and  Case  No. 
Steamboat  Springs  Station  No.  1, 

Washington,  D.C.;  DEL-7534 
Machardy  Oil  Co.,  Danville,  Va.;  DEO-0117 

Dismissals 

The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
without  prejudice  to  refiling  at  a  later  date: 


Company  Name  and  Case  No. 

Dick’s  Pump  6r Electric,  DEE-6897. 

Park  Caldwell  S' Sons,  Inc.,  DEE-3233;  DES- 
0193. 

Pete’s  Sunoco,  DEE-7094. 

Briarvista  Chevron,  DXE-6125. 

Jack’s  Texaco,  DEE-4176. 

Newton  American  Service  Station,  DEE-5711. 
Ward's  Service  Center,  DEE-7611. 

Blarney  Castle  Oil  Co.,  DEE-2239;  DST-2239. 
American  Air  Filter,  DEE-3070. 

Atkinson  Oil  Co.,  DEE-2659. 

Dekalb  County  School  System,  DEE-7820. 
Robert  E.  Pleasant,  DEE-3680. 

Interstate  84  Er  Route  6,  DEE-3353. 

Naegele  Outdoor  Advertising  Co.,  DEE-7174. 
Patriot  Gas  &  Sales,  DEE-5945. 

The  "Comer”,  DEE-3471. 

Western  Exchange  Corporation,  DEE-5099. 
Apollo  Oil  Co.,  DES-3338;  DST-3338. 

D.  J.  Trucking  Co.,  DEE-7123. 

Daniell  E.  Wright,  DEE-5073. 

Delta  Pet.  Corp.,  DEE-2368;  DST-2368. 

Fancy  Cap  Gulf  DEE-4759;  DST-4759. 
In-N-Out  Car  Wash,  DRO-0269. 

Edward  H.  Spencer,  DEE-7705. 

James  Cotton  S'  Grain,  DEE-6582. 

Murphy  Grimmett  &  Co,  DEE-5924. 

Robert  Law,  DEE-4189;  DES-4189. 

Shell  Oil  Co.,  DEE-4640. 

Smith-Cranford  Barber  Shop,  DEE-7629. 
Suburban  Oil  Co.,  DEE-4612. 

Thomas  F.  Ventura,  DEE-7088. 

Trends  Publishing,  DFA-0334. 

Wilson  Oil  S'  Chemical  Inc.,  DEE-7845. 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
Decisions  and  Orders  are  available  in 
the  Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Room  B-120, 

2000  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  between 
the  hours  of  1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m., 
e.s.t.,  except  Federal  holidays.  They  are 
also  available  in  Energy  Management; 
Federal  Ene^y  Guidelines,  a 
commercially  published  loose  leaf 
reporter  system. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
November  9, 1979. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-35S0S  Filed  11-16-79: 8:45  am] 

BIUJNG  CODE  64S0-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  1361-6] 

Availability  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

agency:  Office  of  Environmental 
Review  (A-104),  US  Environmental 
Protection  Agency. 

PURPOSE:  This  Notice  lists  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statements  (EISs) 
which  have  been  officially  Hied  with  the 
EPA  and  distributed  to  Federal  agencies 
and  interested  groups,  organizations  and 
individuals  for  review  pursuant  to  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality's 
Regulations  (40  CFR  Part  1506.9). 
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PERIOD  COVERED:  This  Notice  includes 
EIS’s  filed  during  the  week  of  November 
5  to  November  9, 1979. 

REVIEW  PERIODS:  The  45-day  review 
period  for  draft  EIS’s  listed  in  this 
Notice  is  calculated  from  November  16. 
1979  and  will  end  on  December  31, 1979. 
The  30-day  review  period  for  final  ElS's 
as  calculated  from  November  16, 1979 
will  end  on  December  17, 1979. 

Eis  availability:  To  obtain  a  copy  of  an 
EIS  listed  in  this  Notice  you  should 
contact  the  Federal  agency  which 
prepared  the  EIS.  This  Notice  will  give  a 
contact  person  for  each  Federal  agency 
which  has  filed  an  EIS  during  the  period 
covered  by  the  Notice.  If  a  Federal 
agency  does  not  have  the  EIS  available 
upon  request  you  may  contact  the  Office 
of  Environmental  Review,  EPA,  for 
further  information. 

BACK  COPIES  OF  EIS’S:  Copies  of  EIS’s 
previously  filed  with  EPA  or  CEQ  which 
are  no  longer  available  from  the 
originating  agency  are  available  with 
charge  from  the  following  sources: 

For  hard  copy  reproduction: 

Environmental  Law  Institute,  1346 

Connecticut  Avenue,  NW,  Washington.  OC 

20036. 

For  hard  copy  reproduction  or 
microfiche: 

Information  Resources  Press,  2100  M  Street, 

NW,  Suite  316,  Washington.  DC  20037. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kathi  L  Wilson,  Office  of  Environmental 
Review  (A-104),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW. 
Washington,  DC  20460,  (202)  245-3006. 
SUMMARY  OF  NOTICE:  On  July  30,  1979, 
the  CEQ  Regulations  became  effective. 
Pursuant  to  §  1506.10(a),  the  30-day 
review  period  for  final  EIS’s  received 
during  a  given  week  will  now  be 
calculated  from  Friday  of  the  following 
week.  Therefore,  for  all  final  EIS’s 
received  during  the  week  of  November 
5, 1979  to  November  9, 1979  the  30-day 
review  period  will  be  calculated  from 
November  16, 1979.  The  review  period 
will  end  cn  December  17, 1979. 

Appendix  I  sets  forth  a  list  of  EIS’s 
filed  with  EPA  during  the  week  of 
November  5, 1979  to  November  9, 1979. 
The  Federal  agency  filing  the  EIS,  the 
name,  address,  and  telephone  number  of 
the  Federal  agency  contact  for  copies  of 
the  EIS.  the  filing  statue  of  the  EIS,  the 
actual  date  the  EIS  was  filed  with  EPA, 
the  title  of  the  EIS.  the  State(s)  and 
County(ies)  of  the  proposed  action  and  a 
brief  summary  of  the  proposed  Federal 
action  and  the  Federal  agency  EIS 
number,  if  available,  is  listed  in  this 
Notice.  Commenting  entities  on  draft 
EIS’s  are  listed  for  final  EIS’s. 


Appendix  II  sets  forth  the  EIS’s  which 
agencies  have  granted  an  extended 
review  period  or  EPA  has  approved  a 
waiver  from  the  prescribed  review 
period.  The  Appendix  II  includes  the 
Federal  agency  responsible  for  the  EIS, 
the  name,  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  the  Federal  agency  contact, 
the  title,  State(s)  and  County(ies)  of  the 
EIS,  the  date  EPA  announced 
availabiltiy  of  the  EIS  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  the  newly  established  date 
for  comments. 

Appendix  III  sets  forth  a  list  of  EIS’s 
which  have  been  withdrawn  by  a 
Federal  agency. 

Appendix  IV  set  forth  a  list  of  EIS 
retractions  concerning  previous  Notices 
of  Availability  which  have  been  made 
because  of  procedural  noncompliance 
with  NEPA  or  the  CEQ  regulations  by 
the  originating  Federal  agency. 

Appendix  V  sets  forth  a  list  of  reports 
or  additional  supplemental  information 
relating  to  previously  filed  EIS’s  which 
have  been  made  available  to  EPA  by 
Federal  agencies. 

Appendix  VI  sets  forth  official 
corrections  which  have  been  called  to 
EPA’s  attention. 

Dated:  November  14, 1979. 

William  N.  Hedeman,  Jr., 

Director.  Office  of  Environmental  Review  (A- 
104). 

Appendix  I. — EIS's  Filed  With  EPA  during 
Ihe  Week  of  November  5  to  9, 1979 

U.S.  ARMY  CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  Makinen,  Office  of 
Environmental  Policy,  Attn:  DAEN-CWR-P, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  20  Massachusetts 
Avenue.  Washington.  D.C.  20314,  (202)  272- 
0121. 

Draft 

Belle  River  Power  Plant,  St.  Clair  County, 
Mich.,  November  7:  Proposed  is  the 
construction  and  operation  of  a  1,328  mega- 
coal-fired  electrical  generation  facility  on  the 
St.  Clair  River,  St.  Clair  County,  Michigan,  at 
the  existing  St.  Clair  Power  Plant  site.  Water 
for  the  proposed  once-through  cooling  system 
would  be  supplied  from,  and  discharged  into, 
the  Clair  River  via  pipeline.  Land  designated 
for  the  facilities  consists  of  approximately 
942  acres  in  China  and  East  China  townships. 
In  addition  to  the  two  generating  units,  the 
project  will  require  two  665-foot  stacks,  air 
pollution  control  equipment,  coal  and 
material  storage  areas,  ash  basins,  a  waste 
material  storage  area  and  river  intake  and 
discharge  facilities.  (Detroit  district.)  (EIS 
Order  No.  91143) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Contact:  Dr.  Sidney  R.  Galler,  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary,  Environmental  Affairs. 
Department  of  Commerce.  Washington,  D.C 
20230,  (202)  377-4335. 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administradon 

Final 

Precious  coral  fisheries.  Western  Pacific, 
FMP,  Pacific  Ocean,  November  9:  Proposed  is 
the  implementation  of  a  fishery  management 
plan  for  three  species  of  precious  corals  in 
the  western  pacific  region.  The  management 
measures  will  include:  1)  catch  quotas,  2)  a 
minimum  size  for  pink  coral  colonies,  3) 
establishment  of  closed  beds  or  refugia,  4) 
requirement  that  all  coral  harvesting  be  done 
under  permit,  and  5)  requirement  of  extensive 
reporting  of  operations  by  permit  holders. 
Comments  made  by:  COE,  DOl,  State  and 
local  agencies,  groups,  individuals,  and 
businesses.  (EIS  Order  No.  91152.) 

Draft  Supplement 

Atlantic  groundfish  fishery,  FMP  (DS-4), 
Atlantic  Ocean,  November  6:  This  statement 
supplements  a  final  EIS,  #70722,  filed  6-9-77. 
Proposed  is  an  amendment  to  the  Atlantic 
groundfish  fishery  management  plan.  The 
amendment:  1)  establishes  annual  optimum 
yields  for  cod  from  the  gulf  of  Maine,  cod 
from  Georges  Bank  and  south,  haddock  and 
yellowtail  flounder  for  the  fishing  year 
beginning  October  1, 1979:  2)  Establishes  a 
minimiun  revised  mesh  size  for  groundfish 
fishing  by  vessels  carrying  federal  fisheries 
permits  for  groundfish;  3)  establishes  a 
minimum  legal  fish  size  limitation  for  cod  and 
haddock;  and  4)  recommends  that 
appropriate  regulations  be  established  in 
state  waters.  (EIS  order  No.  91140) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  ARMY 

Contact:  Col.  Charles  E.  Sell.  Chief  of  the 
Environmental  Office.  Headquarters  DAEN- 
ZCE,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Chief  of 
Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  Room 
1E676,  Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C.  20310, 
(202)  694-4269. 

Draft 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  ongoing  activities, 
Anne  Arundel.  Howard,  and  Prince  Georges 
Counties,  Md.,  November  9:  Proposed  is  a 
description  of  beneficial  and  adverse 
environmental  effects  that  result  from 
existing  activities  and  conditions  at  Fort 
George  G.  Meade,  Maryland.  The  description 
of  environmental  effects  is  based  upon  an 
analysis  of  interactions  between  the  existing 
activities  and  conditions  and  the  natural  and 
man-made  environments  within  the 
boundaries  of  Fort  Meade.  Anne  Arundel, 
Howard  and  Prince  George's  counties  were 
identified  as  a  primary  area  of  influence  of 
Fort  Meade  for  purposes  of  the  social, 
economic  and  land  use  analyses.  (EIS  Order 
No.  91150.) 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN  COMMISSION 

Contact:  Mr.  Brinton  Whitall,  Secretary, 
Delaware  River  Basin  Commission,  P.O.  Box 
7360.  West  Trenton,  New  Jersey  08628,  (609) 
883-9500. 

Draft 

Delaware  River  Basin,  level  B  study, 
several  counties,  November  9:  Proposed  is  a 
management  plan  for  the  Delaware  River 
Basin  in  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New  York 
and  Pennsylvania.  The  plan  would  manage 
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the  water  resources  of  the  basin  by 
identifying  policies,  programs  and  projects  in 
the  areas  of  water  conservation;  water 
quality:  water  supply:  flow  maintenance; 
flood  loss  reduction;  fish,  wildlife  and 
recreation;  energy  and  navigation.  (EIS  Order 
No.  91151.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Contact:  Dr.  Robert  Stem,  Acting  Director, 
NEPA  Affairs  Division,  Department  of 
Energy,  Mail  Station  4G-064,  Forrestal  Bldg., 
Washington,  DC  20585,  (202)  252-4600. 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 

Draft 

Buckley-Summer  Lake  500-KV  line  and 
substations,  several  counties,  Oregon, 
November  5:  Proposed  is  the  construction  of 
the  Buckley-Summer  Lake  500-KV 
transmission  line  and  related  facilities  in 
Wasco,  Jefferson,  Crook,  Deschutes,  Lake 
and  Klamath  Counties,  Oregon.  The  project 
will  include  the  construction  of  the  Buckley 
substation  near  Maupin  and  the  Summer 
Lake  substation  near  Silver  Lake.  The  length 
of  the  line  would  be  156  miles.  The 
alternatives  considered  include:  (1)  local 
generation,  (2)  underground,  and  (3)  methods 
of  locating  the  transmission  facilities.  (DOE/ 
EIS-0050-DS.)  (EIS  Order  No.  91132.) 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Contact;  Mr.  T.  A.  Wastler,  Chief,  Marine 
Protection  Branch  (WH-548),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  W'ashington,  D.C.  20460, 
(202)  245-3051. 

Draft 

Hawaiian  Ocean  Disposal  Sites, 
Designation,  several  sites  in  Pacific  Ocean, 
October  7:  Proposed  is  the  designation  of  Hve 
Hawaiian  Ocean  disposal  sites  for  continuing 
use  for  the  disposal  of  maintenance  dredged 
material.  The  proposed  sites  are  off  the 
islands  of  Oahu,  Kauai,  Maui,  and  Hawaii. 
The  counties  involved  include  Honolulu, 
Kauai,  Maui  and  Hawaii.  The  Oahu  site 
would  be  used  by  the  COE  and  Navy  for  the 
disposal  of  material  from  Honolulu  and  Pearl 
Harbors.  The  other  sites  would  be  used  by 
the  COE  as  disposal  sites  for  the  adjacent 
harbor.  The  alternatives  considered  are  no 
action  and  use  of  other  sites.  (EIS  order  No. 
91141.) 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Contact:  Me.  Barbara  Taylor,  Region  V, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  230  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604,  (312) 
353-2307. 

Draft 

Otter  Tail  Lake  Waste  Treatment  System, 
Study  No.  5,  Otter  Tail  County,  Minn., 

October  8:  Proposed  is  a  facility  plan  for  the 
Otter  Tail  Lake  Waste  Treatment  Systems 
located  in  Otter  Tail  County,  Minnesota.  The 
plan  includes  extensive  sewering  to  correct 
malfunctioning  on-site  wastewater  disposal 
systems  and  to  protect  water  quality.  The 
preferred  alternative  involves:  (1)  the  repair 
and  upgrading  of  existing  on-site  systems 
such  as  septic  tanks  and  Biter  fields,  (2)  grey 
water/black  water  separation  along  problem 
high  groundwater  flow  segments,  (3)  creation 


of  an  on-site  wastewater  management 
district,  and  (4)  site-specific  environmental 
and  engineering  analyses  of  existing  on-site 
systems.  (EIS  order  No.  91148.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Contact:  Mr,  Richard  H.  Broun,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Room  7274, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  7th  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410,  (202)  755-6306. 

Draft 

Countrywood  South  Subdivision,  Memphis, 
Shelby  County,  Tenn.,  Oct.  8:  The  proposed 
action  is  the  issuance  of  mortgage  insurance 
for  the  Countrywood  South  Subdivision 
located  in  Shelby  County,  Tennessee. 
Countrywood  South  is  a  residential 
development  of  an  approximately  1,153  acre 
tract  of  land  located  northeast  of  Memphis. 
The  development  plan  includes 
approximately  2,511  single  family  lots,  85 
acres  of  open  space  which  includes  a  county 
school  and  park,  and  a  greenbelt  system 
which  will  allow  unrestricted  access  to  the 
park  and  school  from  various  sections  of  the 
development.  Also  included  are  sites  for 
multi-family  and  commercial  development. 
(HUD-R04-EIS-79-030)  (EIS  order  No.  91146.) 

Final 

Concord  Planned  Development  in 
Montbello,  Denver,  Denver  County,  Colo., 
Oct.  6:  Proposed  is  the  issuance  of  HUD 
Home  Mortgage  Insurance  for  the  Concord 
planned  development  in  Montbello  in  the  city 
and  county  of  Denver,  Colorado.  The 
completed  development  will  contain  6,565 
single  family  units  and  4,000  multi-family 
units.  At  this  time,  2,234  single  family  units 
and  2,820  mulit-family  units  remain  to  be 
constructed.  (HUD-R08-EIS-79-XVF.) 
Comments  made  by:  DOI,  HEW,  USDA,  AHP, 
State  and  Local  Agencies  Groups.  (EIS  order 
No.  91136.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room  4256, 
Interior  Bldg.,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington.  D.C.  20240,  (202)  343-3891. 

Bureau  of  Land  Mangement 
Final 

Aravaipa  Canyon  Wilderness,  Graham  and 
Pinal  Counties,  Ariz.,  Oct.  6:  Proposed  is  the 
inclusion  of  the  Aravaipa  Canyon  Wilderness 
Primitive  Area,  located  in  Graham  and  Pinal 
Counties.  Arizona,  in  the  national  wilderness 
preservation  system.  The  area  encompasses 
4,044  acres,  and  will  be  managed  for  ^e 
retention  of  primitive  and  wilderness  values 
and  the  regulation  of  public  use.  The 
alternatives  consider:  (1)  no  action  and  (2) 
the  increase  of  the  size  of  the  proposed 
wilderness  area.  (FES-INT-79-59)  Comments 
made  by:  COE,  DOI,  State  Agencies,  groups, 
individuals  and  businesses.  (EIS  order  No. 
91137.) 

National  Park  Service 
Draft 

Chickasaw  National  Recreation  Area, 
Murray  County,  Okla.,  Oct.  7:  Proposed  is  a 


General  Management  Plan  Chickasaw 
National  Recreation  Area  in  Murray  County, 
Oklahoma.  The  plan  would  provide 
coordinated  facility  development,  visitor  use 
programs,  and  resource  management  actions. 
The  facilities  include  a  visitor  center/ 
headquarters  adjacent  to  the  city  of  Sulphur, 
a  9.5  mile  biking/hiking  trail,  a  6.5  mile  hiking 
trail,  a  net  of  32  additional  campsites,  and 
other  facilities.  A  shallow  overflow  channel 
will  be  constructed  to  provide  a  floodwater 
bypass  around  Tavertine  Nature  Center. 
{DES-79-59)  (EIS  order  No.  91142.) 

Final 

Sequoia  and  Kings  Canyon  Nat'l  Parks 
Plan,  Tulare  County,  Calif.,  November  6; 
Proposed  is  a  development  concept  plan  for 
the  Giant  Forest/Lodjgepole  Area  of  Sequoia 
and  Kings  Canyon  National  Parks.  Tulare 
County,  California.  The  plan  includes 
provisions  for  converting  Giant  Forest  to  a 
day  use  area,  redesigning  the  campground 
and  the  employee  community  at  Lodgepole, 
developing  Clover  Creek  for  visitor  lodiging 
and  associated  services,  developing  Red  Fir 
for  maintenance  facilities  and  a  sewage 
disposal  spray  field,  a  public  transportation 
system,  and  expanding  the  Dorst  Creek 
Campground  for  group  camping.  Comments 
made  by:  AHP,  USDA,  DOI,  EPA,  State  and 
local  agencies,  groups,  individuals  and 
businesses.  (EIS  Order  No.  91135.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs.  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation,  400  7th  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  (202)  426-4357. 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Draft 

MD-410  extension,  B/W  Parkway  to 
Pennsy  Drive,  Prince  Georges  County,  Md., 
November  5:  Proposed  is  the  extension  of 
MD-410  from  the  Baltimore/Washington 
Parkway  to  Pennsy  Drive  in  Prince  Georges 
County,  Maryland.  The  facility  would  be 
extended  for  2.6  miles  and  would  be 
constructed  as  a  four-lane,  divided  highway. 
The  alternatives  consider:  (1)  No  build,  (2) 
three  at-grade  channelized  “T"  intersections 
at  Riverdale  Road,  (3)  two  at-grade 
intersections  and  a  “diamond"  interchange 
with  MD-450,  (4)  two  interchange 
conflgurations  combining  the  US  50/MD-410 
interchange  with  the  New  Carrolton  Metro 
access  interchange,  (5)  a  “T”  intersection 
with  Pennsy  Drive,  and  (6)  alternate  typical 
sections,  "open”  or  “closed"  type,  for  the 
mainline.  (FHWA-MD-EIS-79-04-D.)  (EIS 
Order  No.  91133.) 

Final 

1-78, 1-78/Haafsville  to  I-78/Still  Valley. 
Warren  County,  N.).,  Leigh  and  Northampton 
Counties,  Pa.,  November  5:  This  statement 
flnalizes  the  following  EIS's  concerning  the 
construction  of  1-78  in  New  Jersey  and 
Pennsylvania:  No.  20040D,  filed  6-30-71;  No. 
20086D,  filed  7-7-71;  No.  21662F,  filed  1-10- 
72;  No.  21928F.  filed  2-15-72;  No,  31397D, 
filed  8-22-73;  No.  31747D.  filed  11-05-73;  and 
No.  60866D,  filed  6-10-76.  The  portion  of  1-78 
under  consideration  begins  at  existing  1-78 
near  Haafsville  in  Leigh  County, 
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Pennsylvania,  extends  through  Northampton 
County,  Pennsylvania  and  terminates  at 
existing  1-78,  near  Still  Valley  in  Warren 
County,  New  Jersey.  (FHWA-PA-EIS-73-06- 
F.)  Comments  made  by:  USDA,  HUD,  DOC, 
EPA,  DOT,  DOl,  State  and  local  agencies, 
groups  and  individuals.  (EIS  Order  No. 

91139.) 

SW  89th  Avenue  to  1-5,  Nyberg  Road 
Bypass,  Washington  County,  Oreg., 

November  5:  Pi'oposed  is  the  improvement  of 
the  local  street  connection  to  1-5,  which  is 
presently  SW  89th  Avenue,  in  the  city  of 
Tualatin,  Washington  County,  Oregon.  The 
alternatives  considered  are;  (1)  No  build,  (2) 
the  extension  and  realignment  of  SW  Nyberg 
Road,  and  (3)  the  construction  of  the  SW 
Tualatin  Sherwood  Bypass.  Both  build 
alternatives  would  provide  four  12-foot  travel 
lanes,  two  in  each  direction,  paved  shoulders, 
sidewalks,  bicycle  paths,  a  median,  and  a 
coordinated  signal  system.  (FHWA-OR-EIS- 
79-02-F.)  Comments  made  by:  USDA,  COE, 
DOI,  State  and  local  agencies,  businesses. 
(EIS  Order  No.  91134.) 

Draft  Supplement 

Freemont  Northwest  Bypass,  US  77  to  US 


30,  Dodge  County,  Nebr.,  November  8:  This 
statement  supplements  a  Rnal  EIS,  No.  30763, 
nied  on  5-4-73.  The  supplement  concerns  the 
Freemont  Northwest  Bypass  from  US  77  to 
US  30  in  Dodge  County,  Nebraska.  The 
construction  will  include  grading,  structures, 
high  type  surfacing  and  surfaced  shoulders. 
The  facility  is  designed  as  an  ultimate  four- 
lane  roadway.  Two  alignment  alternatives 
are  considered.  {FHWA-NEBR.-E1S-72-02- 
F— DS.)  (EIS  Order  No.  91149.) 

Final  Supplement 

US  550,  Shiprock  to  Fruitland,  San  Juan 
County,  N.  Mex.,  November  6:  This  statement 
supplements  a  Rnal  EIS,  No.  31178,  Bled  7-16- 
73  concerning  the  improvment  of  US  550 
between  Shiprock  and  Farmington,  San  Juan 
County,  New  Mexico.  This  statement 
addresses  completion  of  a  portion  of  the 
project  beginning  13  miles  east  of  Shiprock 
and  terminating  at  Fruitland.  The  length  of 
this  portion  is  2.6  miles  which  would  be 
widened  from  the  existing  two-lanes  to  four- 
lanes.  Five  alternatives  were  considered. 
(FHWA-NM-EIS-71-10-FS.)  Comments 


made  by:  USDA,  DOI,  EPA,  AHP,  State  and  . 
local  agencies.  (EIS  Order  No.  91138.) 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Contact:  Mr.  Willard  Sitler,  Director,  Office 
of  Environmental  Activities  (004A),  Veterans 
Administration,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  20420,  (202)  386-2526. 

Final  ' 

VA  Medical  Center,  Hospital  Replacement, 
Portland,  Multnomah  County,  Oreg., 

November  8:  Proposed  is  the  construction  of 
a  replacement  hospital  for  the  VA  Medical 
Center  located  in  Portland,  Multnomah 
County,  Oregon.  The  plan  is  to  construct  a 
new  600-bed  facilty  either  at  the  existing  site 
adjacent  to  a  university  medical  school  or  at 
a  nearby  site  adjacent  to  a  private  hospital. 
The  proposed  expansion  would  double  the 
size  of  the  existing  facility  and  increase  the 
number  of  beds  to  600.  The  sites  considered 
are  at  Marquam  Hill  or  adjacent  to  Emanuel 
Hill.  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  EPA,  HUD, 
AHP,  USDA,  State  and  local  agencies, 
individuals  and  businesses.  (EIS  Order  No. 
91144.) 


EIS’s  Filed  During  the  Week  of  Nov.  S  to  9, 1979 

Statement  title  index— by  State  and  County 


State 


County  Status 


Statement  title 


Accession  Na  Cate  filed  Orig.  agency  Na 


Final . 

Final . 

Draft . 

Draff _ -  — 

Rt  .  . 

Draft _ _ _ 

Draft-.-  .„ 

Ciyplw  ..  .  ... 

Firvai _ 

Northampton . — . . 

Final _ 

Aravaipa  Canyon  Wilderness . . 

Aravaipa  Canyon  WHdemess _ _ 

Atlantic  Groundtisb  Fishery,  FMP,  (DS-4) 

Sequoia  S  Kings  Canyon  Nat'l  Parks  Plan _ _ 

Concord  Planned  Developmenl  In  Montbello, 
Denver. 

Hawaiian  Ocesn  Disposal  Sites,  Designatioa . . 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Ongoing  Activities. . 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Ongoing  Acttvities . 

MD-410  Extension,  B/W  Parkway  to  Pennsy  Drive- 


.  Draft ...  ’  ’ .-. 

....  Draft  _ 

Final ..... — 

Tennessee . 

Belle  River  Power  Plant . - . 

Otter  Tail  Lake  Waste  Treatment  System,  Study  #5 
Freemont  Northwest  Bypass,  US  77  to  US  30.—.— 

1-78,  t-78/HaafsviUe  to  l-7e/StiH  Valley _ 

1-78.  l-78/Haafsville  to  l-78/Still  Valley _ 

_  US-S50  Shiprock  to  Fruitland . . 

— .  Chickasaw  National  Recreation  Area . — 

«..  Buckley-Summer  Lake  500  kV  Lina  and  Substa¬ 
tions. 

_  VA  Medical  Center,  Hospital  Replacement,  Portland 

_  SW  89th  Avenue  to  1-6,  Nyberg  Road  Bypass _ — 

—  Hawaiian  Ocean  Disposal  Sites,  Designation.  . 

Precious  Coral  Fisheries,  Western  Pacific,  FMP.- 
1-78,  l-78/Haafsvilie  to  l-78/Stifl  Valley..- . 

—  Delaware  River  Basin.  Level  B  Study . — . 

.-.  Countrywood  South  Subdivisioa  Memphis . 


91137 

11-06-79 _ 

DOf. 

91137 

11-06-79 _ 

DOI. 

91140 

11-06-79 _ 

DOC. 

91135 

11-06-79 _ 

DOI. 

91136 

11-06-79 _ 

HUD. 

91141 

11-07-79 _ 

EPA. 

91150 

11-09-79 _ 

USA. 

91150 

11-09-79 _ 

USA. 

91133 

11-05-79 _ 

DOT. 

91150 

11-09-79 _ 

USA. 

91143 

11-07-79 _ 

COE. 

91148 

11-08-79 _ 

EPA. 

91149 

11-08-79 _ 

DOT. 

91139 

11-05-79 _ 

DOT. 

91139 

11-05-79 _ 

DOT. 

91138 

11-06-79 _ 

DOT. 

91142 

11-07-79 _ 

DOI. 

91132 

11-05-79 _ 

DOE. 

91144 

11-08-79 _ 

VA. 

91134 

11-05-79 _ 

DOT. 

91141 

11-07-79 _ 

EPA. 

91152 

11-09-79 _ 

DOC. 

91139 

11-05-79 _ 

DOT. 

91151 

11-09-79 _ 

DRBC. 

91146 

11-08-79 _ 

HUD. 

Appendix  \\.—Ex1ension/Waiver  of  Review  Periods  on  EIS’s  Filed  With  EPA 


Federal  agency  contact 


Tide  ol  EIS 


Date  notice 

of  availability  Waiver/  Date  review 
ftting  status/accession  No.  published  in  extension  terminates 
"Federal 
Register'' 


ENVIRONMEtiTAL  PROTECTION  AQENCV 


Mr  Eugene  Wojick,  Region  V,  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  230  O’Hare  Water  Reclamation  Plant.  Draft  suppl.  90996 . 

South  Dearborn  Street  Chicago,  Illinois  80804,  (312)  353-2157.  Des  Plaines. 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 

Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Director,  Office  ol  Environmental  Quality,  Room  Watson  Island  Theme  Park,  Udag  Draft  91057— 

7274,  Departnrent  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  451  7th 
Street  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20410,  (202)  755-6308. 

Department  of  Transportation 


Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  U.S.  Fremorvt  Northwest  Bypass  US  Draft  suppl.  91 149. 

Department  of  Transportation,  400  7th  Street  S.W..  Washington,  77  to  US  30. 

'  D  C  20590,  (202)  426-4357. 


Sept.  28, 1979-  Extension .  Nov.  30.  1979. 

Oct  19, 1979  Extension _ _  Dec.  31, 1979. 

(see  app.  V). 


Nov.  16, 1979  Extension .  Jan.  9.  1980 

(see  app  I). 
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Appendix  \\.—E)(1ension/Waiver  of  Review  Periods  on  EIS’s  Filed  With  EPA  —Continued 


Date  notice 

of  availabitity  Waiver/  ,  Date  review 

Federal  agency  contact  Title  of  EIS  FHing  status/accession  No.  published  in  extension  terminates 

“Federal 
Register" , 

Department  of  Commerce 

Dr.  Sidney  R.  Caller.  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary.  Environmental  Af-  Atlantic  Groundfish  Fishery.  FMP.  Draft  suppl.  9tt40 .  Nov.  16. 1979  Waiver . . .  Dec.  17, 1979. 

lairs.  Department  of  Commerce.  Washington.  D.C.  20230.  (202)  (see  app.  I). 

377-4335. 


Appendix  III.— f/S’s  Filed  With  EPA  Which  Have  Been  Officially  Withdrawn  by  the  Originating  Agency 


Date  notice 

of  availability  Viaineil  Date  review 

Federal  agency  contact  Title  of  EIS  Filing  status/accession  No.  published  in  extension  terminates 

"Federal 

Register" 


None. 


Appendix  XM.— Notice  of  Official  Retraction 


Date  notice 
of  availability 

Waiver/ 

Date  review 

Federal  agency  contact 

Title  of  EIS 

Filing  status/accession  No. 

published  in 
“Federal 
Register" 

extension 

terminates 

None. 


I 

Appendix  S.— Availability  of  Reports/Additiorm!  Information  Relating  to  EIS's  Previously  Filed  With  EPA 


Federal  agency  contact  Title  of  report  Date  made  available  to  EPA  Accession  No. 


U.S.  Army  Coups  of  Engineers 

Mr.  Richard  MaAinen.  Office  of  Environmental  Policy.  Attrt:  DAEN-  Rochester  Harbor  Maintenance.  Nov  8. 1979 . 91145 

CWR-P,  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  U  S.  Army  Corps  of  En*  Monroe  County.  New  York, 
gineers.  20  Massachusetts  Avenue.  Washingtoa  D.C.  20314, 

(202)  272-0121. 

Department  of  Transportation 

Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  U.S.  North  Las  Vegas  Boulevard  Nov.  8. 1979 . 91147 

Department  of  Transportation,  400  7th  Sheet  S.W..  Washington,  Interchange. 

D  C.  20590.  (202)  428-4357. 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 

Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Room  Watson  Island  Theme  Park.  Nov.  5. 1979  (see  app.  II) . . 91157 

7274,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  DevelopmenL  451  7th  Udag,  Traffic  /Vnalysis. 

Street  S.W.,  Washington,  D  C.  20410.  (202)  755-8306. 


Appendix  WX.— Official  Correction 


Date  notice 
of  availability 

Waiver/ 

Date  review 

Federal  agency  contact 

Title  of  EIS 

Filing  status/accession  No. 

published  in 
“Federal 
Register" 

extension 

terminates 

None. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35610  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 


[FRL  1361-1] 

Intent  To  Prepare  a  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

agency:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Notice  of  Intent  to  prepare  a 
draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(EIS). 


purpose:  In  accordance  with  Section 
102(2)(c)  of  the  National  Environment 
Policy  Act,  EPA  has  identified  a  need  to 
prepare  an  EIS  and  therefore  publishes 
this  Notice  of  Intent  pursuant  to  40  CFR 
1501.7. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Clinton  B.  Spotts,  Regional  EIS 


Coordinator,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  6. 1201  Elm 
Street,  Dallas,  Texas  75270. 

summary:  Description  of  action:  The 
City  of  Fayetteville,  Washington  County, 
Arkansas,  has  received  a  grant  (C-05- 
036&-01)  from  the  U.S.  EPA  for 
wastewater  treatment  facilities  planning 
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in  accordance  with  Section  201  of  the 
Clean  Water  Act. 

Based  on  the  evaluations  to  be 
developed  in  the  EIS,  EPA  will 
determine  whether  to  award  additional 
funds  for  detailed  design  and 
construction  of  any  wastewater 
treatment  facilities. 

2.  Public  and  private  participation  in 
the  EIS  process:  Full  participation  by 
interested  Federal,  State  or  local 
agencies,  public  groups,  public  officials 
and  individuals  is  invited.  The  public 
will  be  involved  to  the  maximum  extent 
possible  and  is  encouraged  to 
participate  in  the  planning  process. 
Public  meetings  and  workshops  will  be 
held  during  the  development  of  the  EIS 
and  facility  plan. 

3.  Scoping:  For  the  purpose  of 
gathering  information  on  significant, 
environmental  issues  and  to  determine 
the  scope  of  the  EIS,  EPA  will  hold: 

A  Public  Meeting,  Central  Fire  Station,  303 
W.  Center  Street,  Fayetteville,  Arkansas, 
December  11, 1979  (Tuesday)  7:00  p  m. 

4.  Timing:  EPA  estimates  the  draft  EIS 
will  be  available  for  public  review  and 
comment  about  August  1980. 

5.  Request  for  copies  of  draft  EIS: 
Interested  parties  are  encouraged  to 
submit  their  name  and  address  to  the 
person  indicated  above  for  inclusion  on 
the  distribution  list  for  the  draft  EIS  and 
related  public  notices. 

Dated:  November  7, 1979. 

William  N.  Hedeman,  )r.. 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Review  (A- 
104). 

PK  Doc.  78-35583  Filed  11-16-78;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 

FEDERAL  COUNCIL  ON  THE  AGING 
Meeting 

The  Federal  Council  on  the  Aging  was 
established  by  the  1973  Amendments  to 
the  Older  Americans  Act  of  1965  (Pub.  L 
93-29,  42  U.S.C.  3015)  for  the  purpose  of 
advising  the  President,  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  the 
Commissioner  on  Aging  and  the 
Congress  on  matters  relating  to  the 
special  needs  of  older  Americans. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463,  5  U.S.C.  App.  1,  sec.  10, 1976) 
that  the  Council  will  hold  a  meeting  on 
December  10  from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m. 
in  Room  703-705A,  Hubert  Humphrey 
Building;  December  11  and  12  from  9:00 
a.m.  to  5:00  a.m.  and  9:00  a.m.  to  12:30 
p.m.,  respectively  in  Room  303-305A, 
Hubert  Humphrey  Building,  200 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20201. 


The  agenda  will  include  orientation  of 
new  members,  a  discussion/review  on 
the  procedures  in  geriatric  medicine  and 
the  energy  conference  co-convened  by 
the  Administration  on  Aging,  National 
Institutes  of  Health  and  the  Federal 
Council.  Progress  reports  will  be  given 
by  the  standing  committees  of  the 
Council  on  the  Congressionally 
mandated  study;  proposed 
recommendations  for  a  national  policy 
on  long  term  care;  employment  of  older 
workers;  the  needs  and  concerns  of  the 
rural  and  urban  elderly,  as  well  as  the 
final  disposition  of  the  minority  elderly 
report. 

Other  issues  pertinent  to  the  quality  of 
life  of  the  aged  will  also  be  discussed. 

Further  information  on  the  Federal 
Council  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Federal  Council  on  the  Aging, 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  telephone  (202) 
245-0441..FCA  meetings  are  open  for 
public  observation. 

Dated:  November  13, 1979. 

Nelson  H.  Cruikshank, 

Chairman,  Federal  Council  on  the  Aging. 

(FR  Doc.  78-35536  Filed  11-16-78;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-92-M 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Agreements  Filed 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  the  following 
agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  each  of  the  agreements 
and  the  justihcations  offered  therefor  at 
the  Washington  Office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street. 
NW.,  Room  10218;  or  may  inspect  the 
agreements  at  the  Field  Oftices  located 
at  New  York,  N.Y.;  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana;  San  Francisco,  California; 
Chicago,  Illinois;  and  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico.  Interested  parties  may  submit 
comments  on  each  agreement,  including 
requests  for  hearing,  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before 
December  10, 1979.  Comments  should 
include  facts  and  arguments  concerning 
the  approval,  modification,  or 
disapproval  of  the  proposed  agreement. 
Comments  shall  discuss  with 
particularity  allegations  that  the 
agreement  is  unjustly  discriminatory  or 
unfair  as  between  carriers,  shippers, 
exporters,  importers,  or  ports,  or 
between  exporters  from  the  United 
States  and  their  foreign  competitors,  or 
operates  to  the  detriment  of  the 


commerce  of  the  United  States,  or  is 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  or  is  in 
violation  of  the  Act. 

A  copy  of  any  comments  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreements  and  the  statement  should 
indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Agreement  No.  8900-12. 

Filing  Party:  Stanley  O.  Sher,  Esq., 
Billig,  Sher  &  Jones,  P.  C.,  Suite  300,  2033 
K  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Summary:  Agreement  No.  8900-12 
amends  the  basic  provisions  of  the 
Eighty-Nine  Hundred  Rate  Agreement 
by  establishing  comprehensive  decision 
making  procedures. 

Agreement  No.  9548-19. 

Filing  Party:  Marc  J.  Fink,  Billig,  Sher 
&  Jones,  P.C..  Suite  300,  2033  K  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Summary:  Agreement  No.  9548-19, 
among  the  member  lines  of  the  North 
Atlantic  Mediterranean  Freight 
Conference  (Agreement  No.  9548-19), 
would  amend  the  basic  agreement  to 
give  the  Italian  and  French  Rate 
Committees  exclusive  jurisdiction  over 
all  rate  matters  within  their  respective 
trade  areas. 

Dated:  November  14, 1979. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Humey, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-35571  Filed  11-16-78:  6:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6730-01-M 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
De  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board's  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo), 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  e^iciency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices."  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 


<3 
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the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  speciHc  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and,  except  as  noted,  received 
by  the  appropriate  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  not  later  than  December  10, 1979. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston,  30 
Pearl  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
02106: 

Old  Stone  Corporation,  Providence, 
Rhode  Island  (mortgage  banking  and 
insurance  activities;  Ohio):  To  engage, 
through  a  proposed  de  novo  indirect 
subsidiary,  DAC  Corporation  of  Ohio,  in 
the  origination,  sale  and  servicing  of 
first  and  second  mortgage  loans;  and  the 
sale  of  life  and  accident  health 
insurance  directly  related  to  its 
extension  of  credit.  These  activities 
would  be  conducted  from  an  office  in 
Columbus,  Ohio,  serving  the  general 
metropolitan  area  of  Columbus  and 
Franklin  County,  Ohio. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York, 
33  Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10045: 

Manufacturers  Hanover  Corporation, 
New  York,  New  York  (commercial 
finance  activities;  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Ohio  and 
Wisconsin):  To  engage,  through  a  direct 
subsidiary.  Manufacturers  Hanover 
Commercial  Corporation  (Del.),  in 
making  or  acquiring,  for  its  own  account 
or  for  the  account  of  others,  loans  and 
other  extensions  of  credit  such  as  would 
be  made  by  a  commercial  finance 
company;  and  arranging  or  servicing 
such  loans  and  other  extensions  of 
credit  for  any  person.  Such  activities 
will  be  conducted  from  an  office  located 
in  Chicago,  Illinois  servicing  the  seven 
states  mentioned  above. 

C.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Cleveland,  1455  East  Sixth  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44101: 

Mellon  National  Corporation, 
Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  (consumer 
finance  and  credit-related  insurance 
activities;  Florida,  Indiana  and  Oregon): 
To  engage,  through  a  subsidiary. 
Freedom  Financial  Services  Corporation 
in  the  following  activities;  General 
consumer  Hnance  activities  including 
acting  as  insurance  agent  with  respect 
to  the  sale  of  credit  life  insurance,  credit 
accident  and  health  insurance,  and 


credit  property  insurance.  These 
activities  will  be  conducted  from  offices 
in:  Tampa,  Florida,  servicing  Western 
Hillsborough  County;  Terre  Haute, 
Indiana,  serving  Virgo  County;  and 
Pendleton,  Oregon,  serving  Umatilla 
County.  Comments  on  this  application 
must  be  received  by  December  7, 1979. 

D.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Richmond,  701  East  Byrd  Street, 
Richmond,  Virginia  23261: 

NCNB  Corporation,  Charlotte,  North 
Carolina  (acquiring  and  liquidating 
property  acquired  from  nonbanking 
subsidiaries;  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Georgia  and  Florida):  To 
engage,  through  a  subsidiary  MAR,  Inc., 
in  the  following  activities:  Acquiring  and 
liquidating  real  estate  and  other 
property  presently  owned,  directly  and 
indirectly,  by  NCNB  Corporation’s 
subsidiaries,  NCNB  Mortgage 
Corporation  and  TranSouth  Financial 
Corporation;  which  property  has 
previously  been  obtained  by  said 
subsidiaries  through  foreclosure  or 
otherwise  acquired  in  connection  with 
debts  previously  contracted.  These 
activities  will  be  conducted  from  an 
office  in  Charlotte,  North  Carolina,  and 
the  area  to  be  served  includes  the  States 
of  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia  and  Florida. 

E.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City,  925  Grand  Avenue,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64198: 

1.  American  Bancorporation,  Inc., 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  (mortgage 
banking  activities;  Missouri):  To  engage, 
through  its  subsidiary,  American 
Mortgage  Company,  in  lending  secured 
by  real  estate  mortgages  and  deeds  of 
trust.  These  activities  will  be  conducted 
from  an  office  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri, 
serving  metropolitan  Kansas  City, 
Missouri. 

2.  Century  Bancorporation,  Inc.,  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma  (financing  and  mortgage 
banking  activities;  Oklahoma):  To 
engage,  through  a  de  novo  subsidiary. 
Action  Financial  Corporation,  in  making 
direct  cash  installment  loans  to  ’ 
individuals;  Purchasing  installment 
paper  arising  from  retail  sales  of 
consumer  goods;  financing  of  business 
accounts  receivable  and  sales  of 
commercial  and  industrial  equipment  by 
small  business;  making  first  mortgage 
real  estate  loans  to  finance  the  purchase 
of  residential  commercial  property;  and 
making  second  mortgage  loans  for 
various  purposes  such  as  home 
improvement,  consolidation  of  debts, 
and  temporary  and  long-term  working 
capital.  These  activities  will  be 
conducted  from  an  office  in  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma,  serving  the  Tulsa  SMSA. 

F.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 

None. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  8, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  afthe  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35596  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-11 


Cary/Grove  Bancorp.,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Cary/Grove  Bancorp.,  Inc.,  Cary, 
Illinois,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  (less  directors' 
qualifying  shares)  of  Suburban  Bank  of 
Cary/Grove,  Cary,  Illinois.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  December  5, 

1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  13, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  afthe  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35594  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Central  Bancorporation,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Central  Bancorporation,  Inc.,  Denver, 
Colorado,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  First 
National  Bank  of  Glenwood  Springs, 
Glenwood  Springs,  Colorado;  First 
National  Bank  in  Grand  Junction,  Grand 
Junction,  Colorado;  First  National  Bank 
in  Aspen,  Aspen,  Colorado;  First 
National  Bank-North  in  Grand  Junction, 
Grand  Junction,  Colorado;  First  National 
Bank  in  Craig,  Craig,  Colorado;  Rocky 
Ford  National  Bank,  Rocky  Ford, 
Colorado;  Central  Bank  of  Denver, 
Denver,  Colorado;  Central  Bank  of 
Aurora,  Aurora,  Colorado;  Central  Bank 
of  North  Denver,  Denver,  Colorado; 
Central  Bank  of  Colorado  Springs, 
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Colorado  Springs,  Colorado;  Central 
Bank  of  Academy  Boulevard,  Colorado 
Springs,  Colorado;  Central  Bank  of 
Greeley,  Greeley,  Colorado.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  December  6, 

1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  speciHcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  9. 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35507  Filed  11-16-79;  8;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Central  Colorado  Co.,  and  C.C.B.,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Central  Colorado  Company  and 
C.C.B.,  Inc.,  Denver,  Colorado,  have 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to 
become  bank  holding  companies  by 
acquiring  80  per  cent  or  more  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Central  Bancorporation, 
Inc.,  Denver,  Colorado,  and  by  indirectly 
acquiring  the  voting  shares  of  First 
National  Bank  of  Glenwood  Springs, 
Glenwood  Springs,  Colorado;  First 
National  Bank  in  Grand  Junction,  Grand 
Junction,  Colorado;  First  National  Bank 
in  Aspen,  Aspen,  Colorado;  First 
National  Banik-North  in  Grand  Junction, 
Grand  Junction,  Colorado;  First  National 
Bank  in  Craig,  Craig,  Colorado;  Rocky 
Ford  National  Bank,  Rocky  Ford, 
Colorado;  Central  Bank  of  Denver, 
Denver,  Colorado;  Central  Bank  of 
Aurora,  Aurora,  Colorado;  Central  Bank 
of  North  Denver,  Denver,  Colorado; 
Central  Bank  of  Colorado  Springs, 
Colorado  Springs,  Colorado;  Central 
Bank  of  Academy  Boulevard,  Colorado 
Springs,  Colorado;  Central  Bank  of 
Greeley,  Greeley,  Colorado.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  action  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 


writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  December  10, 
1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  sufHce  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  9, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35598  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Citibank  Interamerica;  Establishment 
of  U.S.  Branch  of  a  Corporation 
Organized  Under  Section  25(a)  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Act 

Citibank  Interamerica,  Miami,  Florida, 
a  corporation  organized  under  section 
25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
§  211.4(c)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  K 
(12  CFR  211.4(c)(1)),  to  establish 
branches  in  Los  Aiigeles,  California;  San 
Francisco,  California;  Atlanta,  Georgia; 
Chicago,  Illinois;  Boston,  Massachusetts; 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota;  St.  Louis, 
Missouri;  Cleveland,  Ohio;  Houston,  ' 
Texas;  and  Seattle.  Washington. 
Citibank  Interamerica  operates  as  a 
subsidiary  of  Citibank,  N.A.,  New  York, 
New  York. 

The  factors  that  are  to  be  considered 
in  acting  on  this  application  are  set  forth 
in  §  211.4(a)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  K 
(12  CFR  211.4(a)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Secretary.  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  no  later  than  December  7, 1979. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identify  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  and  summarize 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  7, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35599  Filed  11-16-79;  6;4S  em] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Crested  Butte  BanksharSs,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Crested  Butte  Bankshares,  Inc., 
Crested  Butte.  Colorado,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Crested  Butte  State  Bank.  Crested  Butte, 
Colorado.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

’The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  December  10, 
1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  9, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board, 

[FR  Doc.  79-35600  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  621(M)1-M 


Delano  State  Agency,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Delano  State  Agency,  Inc.,  Delano, 
Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquairing  69.1  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  State  Bank  of 
Delano,  Delano,  Minnesota.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  ofBces  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reser\  e  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than 
December  10, 1979.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 
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Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  9, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35601  Filed  ll-ia-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Hoffman  Bancorp,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Hoffman  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Hoffman 
Estates,  Illinois,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  up  to  100 
per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  (less 
directors’  qualifying  shares)  of  the 
successor  by  merger  to  Suburban  Bank 
of  Hoffman-Schaumburg,  Schaumburg, 
Illinois.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
section  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  December  5, 

1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  13, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IFR  Doc.  79-35595  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Financial  Services  Corp.  of  the 
Midwest;  Proposed  Acquisition  of 
Financial  Services  Life  insurance  Co. 
and  Second  Financial  Services  Life 
Insurance  Co. 

Financial  Services  Corporation  of  the 
Midwest,  Rock  Island,  Illinois,  has 
applied,  pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4(b)(2)  of  the 
Board's  Regulation  Y  (12  C.F.R. 
255.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to  acquire 
voting  shares  of  Financial  Services  Life 
Insurance  Company,  and  Second 
Financial  Services  Life  Insurance 
Company,  Phoenix,  Arizona. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiaries  would  engage  in  the 
activities  of  underwriting  as  reinsurer 
credit  life  insurance  and  credit  accident 
and  health  insurance  directly  related  to 


extensions  of  credit  by  Applicant’s 
credit  granting  subsidiaries  and  initially 
underwritten  by  an  unaffiliated 
insurance  company.  ’These  activities 
would  be  performed  from  offices  of 
Applicant’s  subsidiaries  in  Phoenix, 
Arizona,  and  the  geographic  areas  to  be 
served  are  the  States  of  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin,  and  the 
northeastern  portion  of  North  Dakota. 
Such  activities  have  been  specified  by 
the  Board  in  section  225.4(a)  of 
Regulation  Y  as  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies,  subject  to  Board 
approval  of  individual  proposals  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
§  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
"reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices."  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  speciBcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how'  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  December  10, 1979. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  9, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

Iin  Doc  79-35602  Filed  11-16-79:  8:4.5  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

First  Howard  Bankshares,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  Howard  Bankshares,  Inc., 
Howard,  Kansas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  Section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
The  First  National  Bank  of  Howard, 
Howard,  Kansas.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 


are  set  forth  in  section  3  (c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writting  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  December  6, 

1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  13, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35603  Filed  11-16-79: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  621(M>1-M 

General  Bancorporation,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

General  Bancorporation,  Inc., 
Broomfield,  Colorado,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Broomfield  State  Bank,  Broomfield, 
Colorado.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  30, 
1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  9, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

)FR  Doc.  79-35604  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 

BILUNC  CODE  6210-01-M 

Hoffman  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Hoffman  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Hoffman, 
Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
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Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  81.4  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Farmers  State  Bank, 
Hoffman,  Minnesota,  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than 
December  10, 1979.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  sufHce  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  9, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|t7t  Doc.  79-35805  Filed  11-18-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


New  England  Merchants  Bank 
International;  Establishment  of  U.S. 
Branch  of  a  Corporation  Organized 
Under  Section  25(a)  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act 

New  England  Merchants  Bank 
International,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  a 
corporation  organized  under  section 
25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
§  211.4(c)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  K 
(12  CFR  211.4(c)(1)),  to  establish  a 
branch  in  Miami,  Florida.  New  England 
Merchants  International  Bank  operates 
as  a  subsidiary  of  New  England 
Merchants  National  Bank,  Boston. 
Massachusetts. 

The  factors  that  are  to  be  considered 
in  acting  on  this  application  are  set  forth 
in  §  211.4(a)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  K 
(12  CFR  211.4(a)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  no  later  than  December  10, 
1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identify  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  and  summarize 


the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  November  8, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35808  Filed  11-18-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  621(M)1-M 


Planters  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Planters  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Opelousas, 
Louisiana,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Planters 
Trust  and  Savings  Bank,  Opelousas, 
Louisiana.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  December  13, 
1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  speciHcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  13, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35807  Filed  11-18-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Security  Bancorp,  Inc.;  Acquisition  of 
Bank 

Security  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Southgate, 
Michigan,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  the  successor  by 
consolidation  to  Security  Bank  of 
Richmond,  Richmond,  Michigan.  The  ^ 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 


writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  December  10, 
1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
f^ct  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing.  ■ 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  8, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35608  Filed  11-18-79.  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  62184>1-M 


Security  Bancorp,  Inc.;  Acquisition  of 
Bank 

Security  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Southgate, 
Michigan,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  the  successor  by 
consolidation  to  Keatington  State  Bank, 
Lake  Orion,  Michigan.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  December  10, 
1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  speciHcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  November  8, 1979. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35809  Filed  11-18-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Intervention  Notice  94;  Case  No.  78-92- 
EL-AiR] 

Dayton  Power  &  Light  Co.,  the  Public 
Utility  Commission  of  Ohio;  Proposed 
Intervention  in  Electric  Rate  Increase 
Proceeding;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-23484  appearing  at  page 
44937  in  the  Federal  Register  of  July  31. 
1979,  the  case  number  appearing  in  the 
heading  after  Intervention  Notice  94  is 


66252 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44.  No.  224  /  Monday.  November  19.  1979  /  Notices 


corrected  to  read  Case  No.  79-510-EL- 
AIR. 

Dated:  November  8, 1979. 

Hayden  J.  Price, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35501  FUed  11-16-79: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6620-AM-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Adult 
Education:  Meeting 

AGENCY:  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Adult  Education. 

action:  Notice  of  Meeting. _ 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
schedule  and  proposed  agenda  of  a 
forthcoming  meeting  of  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Adult  Education. 
This  notice  also  describes  the  functions 
of  the  Council.  Notice  of  this  meeting  is 
required  under  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463,  Sec. 
10(a)(2)). 

DATE:  December  6, 1979;  10  a.m.  to  1 
p.m..  Program  Effectiveness  and 
Evaluation  Committee  Meeting;  3  p.m.  to 
5  p.m..  Program  Liaison  Committee 
Meeting;  5  p.m.  to  7  p.m..  Governmental 
Relations  and  Legislation  Committee 
Meeting;  7:30  p.m.  to  10  p.m..  Executive 
Committee  Meeting.  December  7, 1979,  9 
a.m,  to  5  p.m.  and  December  8, 1979,  8:30 
a.m.  to  1  p.m..  Full  Council  Meeting. 
ADDRESS:  The  Hotel  Washington,  15th  at 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Gary  A.  Eyre,  Executive  Director, 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Adult 
Education,  425  13th  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004  (202/376-8892). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Adult 
Education  is  established  under  Section 
313  of  the  Adult  Education  Act  (20 
U.S.C.  1201).  The  Council  is  directed  to: 

Advise  the  Co.Timissioner  in  the 
preparation  of  general  regulations  and  with 
respect  to  policy  matters  arising  in  the 
administration  of  this  title,  including  policies 
and  procedures  governing  the  approval  of 
State  plans  under  section  306  and  policies  to 
eliminate  duplication,  and  to  effectuate  the 
coordination  of  programs  under  this  title  and 
other  programs  offering  adult  education 
activities  and  services. 

Tlie  Council  shall  review  the 
administration  and  effectiveness  of  programs 
under  this  title,  make  recommendations  with 
respect  thereto,  and  make  annual  reports  to 
the  President  of  its  findings  and 
recommendations  (including 
recommendations  for  changes  in  this  title  and 


other  Federal  laws  relating  to  adult  education 
activities  and  services).  The  President  shall 
transmit  each  such  report  to  the  Congress 
together  with  his  comments  and 
recommendations. 

The  meeting  of  the  Council  shall  be 
open  to  the  public. 

The  proposed  agenda  includes: 

Committee  Reports. 

Committee  Budgets. 

Council  Goals,  FY-80. 

Election  of  Officers,  12/7/79,  4:30  p.m. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Coimcil 
proceedings,  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Adult 
Education,  425  13th  St.,  NW.,  Suite  323, 
Washington,  D.C.  20004. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  on  November 
13. 1979. 

Gary  A.  Eyre, 

Executive  Director,  National  Advisory 
Council  on  Adult  Education. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35516  Filed  11-16-79  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  411l>-03-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE 

National  Advisory  Council  on 
Vocational  Education;  Meeting 

agency:  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Vocational  Education. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Public  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
schedule  and  proposed  agenda  of  a 
forthcoming  meeting  of  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Vocational 
education.  It  also  describes  the 
functions  of  the  Council.  Notice  of  these 
meetings  is  required  under  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  (5  U.S.  Code, 
Appendix  I  section  10(a)(2)).  This 
document  is  intended  to  notify  the 
general  public  of  its  opportunity  to 
attend. 

date:  December  3, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Disneyland  Hotel,  1150  West 
Cerritos,  Anaheim,  California,  Santa 
Cruz  Room,  Bonita  Tower 
The  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Vocational  Education  is  established 
under  section  104  of  the  Vocational 
Education  Amendments  of  1968,  Pub.  L 
90-576.  The  Council  is  directed  to: 

(A)  advise  the  President,  the 
Congress,  and  the  Commissioner 
concerning  the  administration  of, 
preparation  of  general  regulations  for, 
and  operation  of,  vocational  education 
programs  supported  with  assistance 
under  this  title; 

(B)  review  the  administration  and 
operation  of  vocational  education 
programs  under  this  title,  including  the 


effectiveness  of  such  programs  in 
meeting  the  purposes  for  which  they  are 
established  and  operated,  make 
recommendations  with  respect  thereto, 
and  make  annual  reports  of  its  findings 
and  recommendations  (including 
recommendations  for  changes  in  the 
provisions  of  this  title)  to  the  Secretary 
for  transmittal  to  the  Congress;  and 

(C)  conduct  independent  evaluations 
of  programs  carried  out  under  this  title 
and  publish  and  distribute  the  results 
thereof. 

On  December  3, 1979,  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Vocational 
Education  will  meet  in  regular  session 
from  8:30  A.M.  to  2:00  P.M.  in  the  Santa 
Cruz  Room  of  the  Bonita  tower, 
Disneyland  Hotel,  Anaheim,  California. 
The  following  agenda  will  be  included  in 
this  meeting: 

8:30  A.M. — Report  on  the  National  Institute 
of  Education’s. 

2:00  P.M. — Vocational  Education  Study — 

Report  form  the  Bureau  of  Occupational 
and  Adult  Education,  U.S.  Office  of 
Education. 

Report  from  the  National  Commission  for 
Employment  Policy. 

Report  from  the  Vice  President's  Task 
Force  on  Youth  Employment. 

Other  Council  Business. 

On  Saturday,  December  1,  from  7:30 
A.M.  to  8:30  A.M.  a  joint  meeting  of 
NACVE  Special  Populations  Committee 
and  the  Vocational  Education  Equity 
Council  of  the  American  Vocational 
Association  will  be  held  in  Magnolia 
Room  B,  Disneyland  Hotel.  The 
following  Agenda  will  be  discussed: 

Sex  equity  in  vocational  education: 
assessing  current  and  future  support 
activities  in  order  to  assist  equity 
coordinators  incarrying  out  their 
responsibilities. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on 
Vocational  Education,  located  at  425 — 
13th  Street,  N.W.,  Suite  412, 

Washington,  D.C.  20004.  For  further 
information  call  Virginia  Solt:  (202)  376- 
8873. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  November 
14, 1979 

Raymond  C.  Parrott,  Executive  Director, 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Vocational 
Education. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35535  Filed  11-16-79: 8.45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  411(MI2-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

Bilingual  Education;  Desegregation 
Programs 

agency:  OfHce  of  Education,  HEW. 
action:  Notice  of  Closing  Date  for 
Transmittal  of  Applications  for  Renewal 
Grants. 

Applications  are  invited  for  renewal 
awards  for  Desegregation  Assistance 
Programs  under  the  Bilingual  Education 
Act. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  section  751  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
Act  of  1965,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L  95- 
561. 

(20  U.S.C.  3261) 

Eligible  applicants  are  current 
recipients  under  section  708(c]  of  the 
Emergency  School  Aid  Act.  Section  751 
continues  current  projects  for  FY  *80. 

The  Purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
continue  Hnancial  assistance  to 
successful  applicants  to  establish  and 
operate  bilingual  education  programs 
incident  to  desegregation  that  meet  the 
educational  needs  of  children  of  limited 
English  proRciency. 

Closing  Date  for  Transmittal  of 
Applications:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  applications 
for  renewal  grants  should  be  mailed  or 
hand  delivered  by  January  11, 1980. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the  OfRce  of 
Education  may  lack  sufficient  time  to 
review  it  with  other  renewal 
applications  and  may  decline  to  accept 
it. 

Applications  Delivered  By  Mail:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Office  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center. 
Attention:  13.403A.  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  applicant  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Commissioner  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Commissioner 
does  not  accept  either  of  the  following 
as  proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 


provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  ofRce. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  Rrst  class  mail. 

Applications  Delivered  By  Hand:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education, 
Application  Control  Center,  Room  5673, 
Regional  OfRce  Building  3,  7th  and  D 
Streets,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand-delivered  application 
between  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.,  time)  daily,  except 
Saturday,  Sunday,  and  Federal  holidays. 

Available  Fimds:  Funds  are  available 
for  19  renewal  grants  at  the  level  of 
funding  each  received  for  FY  *79.  The 
total  amount  available  for  all  renewals 
is  $8,600,000. 

Application  Forms:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  are 
expected  to  be  ready  for  mailing  by 
November  20, 1979.  They  will  be  mailed 
to  the  eligible  applicants.  Additional 
copies  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to 
the  OfRce  of  Bilingual  Education,  U.S. 
Office  of  Education,  (Reporters  Building, 
Room  421),  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
packages.  The  Commissioner  urges  that 
applicants  not  submit  information  that  is 
not  requested. 

Applicable  Regulations:  The 
regulations  applicable  to  this  program 
are: 

(a)  General  Provisions  Regulations  for 
Office  of  Education  Programs  (45  CFR 
parts  100  and  100a),  and 

(b)  Section  751  of  the  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended. 

Note. — ^The  proposed  Education  Division 
General  Administrative  Regulations 
(EDGAR)  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  4, 1979  (44  FR  26298).  When 
EDGAR  becomes  effective,  it  will  supersede 
the  General  Provisions  Regulations  for  Office 
of  Education  Programs. 

If  EDGAR  takes  effect  before  grants 
are  made  under  the  program,  those 
grants  will  be  subject  to  the  following 
provisions  of  EDGAR:  Subpart  A 
(General);  Subpart  E  (What  Conditions 
Must  Be  Met  by  a  Grantee?):  Subpart  F 
(What  Are  the  Administrative 
Responsibilities  of  a  Grantee?);  and 
Subpart  G  (What  Procedures  Does  the 
Education  Division  Use  to  Get 
Compliance?). 

Further  Information;  For  further 
information  contact  Mr.  Charles  E. 
Hansen,  Acting  Deputy  Director,  Office 
of  Bilingual  Education,  U.S.  Office  of 


Education,  (Reporters  Building,  Room 
421),  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202,  Telephone  (202) 
245-2600. 

(20  U.S.C.  3261) 

Dated:  November  15, 1979. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No  13.403,  Bilingual  Education) 

John  Ellis, 

Education  Deputy  Commissioner  for 
Educational  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35643  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 

BRUNO  CODE  411(M)2-M 


Bilingual  Education;  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Education.  HEW. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Closing  Date  for 
Transmittal  of  Applications  for 
Noncompeting  Continuation  Projects. 

Applications  are  invited  for  basic 
noncompeting  continuation  awards 
under  the  Bilingual  Education  Act. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  sections  703-722  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
Act  of  1965,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  95- 
561. 

(20  U.S.C  3223-3232) 

Eligible  applicants  are  current 
recipients  of  basic  grants  who  are 
operating  bilingual  education  projects 
with  an  approved  project  period  in 
excess  of  one  year,  and  are  proposing  to 
continue  their  present  projects. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
continue  financial  assistance  to 
successful  applicants  to  establish  and 
operate  bilingual  education  programs 
that  meet  the  educational  needs  of 
children  of  limited  English  proRciency. 

Closing  Date  for  Transmittal  of 
Applications:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  applications 
for  noncompeting  continuation  awards 
should  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
January  11, 1980. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the  Office  of 
Education  may  lack  sufRcient  time  to 
review  it  with  other  noncompeting 
continuation  applications  and  may 
decline  to  accept  it,.» 

Applications  Delivered  By  Mail:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  OfRce  of 
Education.  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention:  13.403C,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  applicant  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 
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(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Commissioner  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Commissioner 
does  not  accept  either  of  the  following 
as  proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 

Applications  Delivered  by  Hand:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  O^ice  of  Education, 
Application  Control  Center,  Room  5673, 
Regional  Office  Building,  3,  7th  and  D 
Streets,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand-delivered  application 
between  8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.,  time)  daily,  except 
Saturday,  Sunday,  and  Federal  holidays. 

Available  Funds:  It  is  anticipated  that 
funds  will  be  available  for  405 
continuation  projects  and  that  the  total 
amount  awarded  for  all  projects  will  be 
$74,500,000. 

Application  Forms:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  are 
expected  to  be  ready  for  mailing  by 
November  20, 1979.  They  will  be  mailed 
to  each  eligible  applicant  for 
noncompeting  continuations.  Additional 
copies  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to 
the  Office  of  Bilingual  Education,  U.S. 
Office  of  Education,  (Reporters  Building, 
Room  421),  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
packages.  The  Commissioner  urges  that 
applicants  not  submit  information  that  is 
not  requested. 

Applicable  Regulations:  The 
regulations  applicable  to  this  program 
are: 

(a)  General  Provisions  Regulations  for 
Office  of  Education  Programs  (45  CFR 
parts  100  and  100a),  and 

(b)  The  interim  final  regulations 
governing  the  Bilingual  Education 
Program  (45  CFR  Part  123).  The  interim 
final  regulations  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  29, 1979  (44 
FR  18906). 

Note. — ^The  proposed  Education  Division 
General  Administrative  Regulations 


(EDGAR)  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  4, 1979  (44  FR  26298).  When 
EDGAR  becomes  elective,  it  will  supersede 
the  General  Provisions  Regulations  for  Office 
of  Education  Programs. 

If  EDGAR  takes  effect  before  grants 
are  made  under  the  program,  those 
grants  will  be  subject  to  the  following 
provisions  of  EDGAR:  Subpart  A 
(General);  Subpart  E  (What  Conditions 
Must  Be  Met  by  a  Grantee?);  Subpart  F 
(What  Are  the  Administrative 
Responsibilities  of  a  Grantee?);  and 
Subpart  G  (What  Procedures  Does  the 
Education  Division  Use  to  Get 
Compliance?). 

Further  Information:  For  further 
information  contact  Mr.  Charles  E. 
Hansen,  Acting  Deputy  Director,  Office 
of  Bilingual  Education,  U.S.  Office  of 
Education,  (Reporters  Building,  Room 
421),  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202,  Telephone  (202) 
245-2600. 

(20  U.S.C.  3231) 

Dated:  November  15, 1979. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
13.403,  Bilingual  Education) 

|ohn  Ellis, 

Executive  Deputy  Commissioner  for 
Educational  Programs. 

[FR  Doc  79-3564Z  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  411(M>2-«I 

Bilingual  Education;  Training  Program 
agency:  Office  of  Education,  HEW. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Closing  Date  For 
Transmittal  of  Applications  for 
Noncompeting  Continuation  Projects. 

Applications  are  invited  for 
noncompeting  continuation  training 
projects  under  the  Bilingual  Education 
Act. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  section  723  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
Act  of  1965,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  95- 
561. 

(20  U.S.C.  3233) 

Eligible  applicants  are  current 
recipients  of  training  grants  who  are 
operating  projects  with  an  approved 
project  period  in  excess  of  one  year,  and 
are  proposing  to  continue  their  present 
projects. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
continue  financial  assistance  to 
successful  applicants  to  establish  and 
operate  bilingual  education  training 
programs  for  persons  participating  in,  or 
preparing  to  participate  in,  the  conduct 
of  bilingual  education  programs. 

Closing  Date  for  Transmittal  of 
Applications:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  applications 


for  noncompeting  continuation  awards 
should  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
January  11, 1980. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the  Office  of 
Education  may  lack  sufficient  time  to 
review  it  with  other  noncompeting 
continuation  applications  and  may 
decline  to  accept  it. 

Applications  Delivered  By  Mail:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Office  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention:  13.403E,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  applicant  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Commissioner  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Commissioner 
does  not  accept  either  of  the  following 
as  proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly  ‘ 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 

Applications  Delivered  By  Hand:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education, 
Application  Control  Center,  Room  5673, 
Regional  Office  Building  3,  7th  and  D 
Streets,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand-delivered  application 
between  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.,  time)  daily,  except 
Saturday,  Sunday,  and  Federal  holidays. 

Available  Funds:  It  is  anticipated  that 
funds  will  be  available  for  103 
noncompeting  continuation  projects  and 
that  the  total  amount  awarded  for  all 
projects  will  be  $12,840,000. 

Application  Forms:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  are 
expected  to  be  ready  for  mailing  by 
November  20, 1979.  They  will  be  mailed 
to  each  eligible  applicant  for 
noncompeting  continuations.  Additional 
copies  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to 
the  Office  of  Bilingual  Education,  U.S. 
Office  of  Education,  (Reporters  Building, 
Room  421),  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW„ 
Washington.  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
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regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
packages.  The  Commissioner  urges  that 
applicants  not  submit  information  that  is 
not  requested. 

Applicable  Regulations:  The 
regulations  applicable  to  this  program 
are: 

(a)  General  Provisions  Regulations  for 
Office  of  Education  Programs  (45  CFR 
Parts  100  and  100a),  and 

(b)  The  interim  Final  regulations 
governing  the  Bilingual  Education 
Program  (45  CFR  Part  123).  The  interim 
final  regulations  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  29. 1979  (44 
FR  18906). 

Note. — ^The  proposed  Education  Division 
General  Administrative  Regulations 
(EDGAR)  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  4. 1979  (44  FR  26298).  When 
EDGAR  becomes  effective,  it  will  supersede 
the  General  Provisions  Regulations  for  Office 
of  Educalion  Programs. 

If  EDGAR  takes  effect  before  grants 
are  made  under  the  program,  those 
grants  will  be  subject  to  the  following 
provisions  of  EDGAR:  Subpart  A 
(General);  Subpart  E  (What  Conditions 
Must  Be  Met  by  a  Grantee?);  Subpart  F 
(What  Are  the  Administrative 
Responsibilities  of  a  Grantee?);  and 
Subpart  G  (What  Procedures  Does  the 
Education  Division  Use  to  Get 
Compliance?). 

Further  Information:  For  further 
information  contact  Mr.  Charles  E. 
Hansen,  Acting  Deputy  Director,  OfHce 
of  Bilingual  Education,  U.S.  Office  of 
Education,  (Reporters  Building,  Room 
421),  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202,  Telephone  (202) 
245-2600. 

(20  U.S.C.  3233) 

Dated:  November  15. 1979. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
13.403,  Bilingual  Education) 

John  Ellis, 

Executive  Deputy  Commissioner  for 
Educational  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35&14  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4110-02-M 


Bilingual  Education;  Fellowship 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Education,  HEW. 
action:  Notice  of  Closing  Date  for 
Transmittal  of  Applications  for 
Continuing  Participation  in  the 
Fellowship  Program. 

Applications  are  invited  for 
continuing  participation  in  the 
fellowship  program  under  the  Bilingual 
Education  Act. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  section  723  of  the 


Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
Act  of  1965,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  95- 
561. 

(20  U.S.C.  3233) 

Eligible  applicants  are  institutions  of 
higher  education  whose  programs  have 
been  previously  approved  by  the 
Commissioner  for  a  period  in  excess  of 
one  year. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
provide  financial  assistance  to  fulltime 
graduate  students  who  are  preparing  to 
become  trainers  of  bilingual  education 
personnel. 

Closing  Date  for  Transmittal  of 
Applications:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  participation, 
applications  for  continuing  participation 
in  the  fellowship  program  should  be 
mailed  or  hand  delivered  by  February 
15, 1980. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the  Office  of 
Education  may  lack  sufficient  time  to 
review  it  with  other  applications  for 
continuing  participation  and  may 
decline  to  accept  it. 

Applications  Delivered  By  Mail:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Office  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention:  13.403F,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  applicant  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
'acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Commissioner  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Commissioner 
does  not  accept  either  of  the  following 
as  proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 

Applications  Delivered  By  Hand:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education, 
Application  Control  Center,  Room  5673, 
Regional  Office  Building  3,  7th  and  D 
Streets,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand-delivered  application 
between  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 


(Washington,  D.C.,  time)  daily,  except 
Saturday,  Sunday,  and  Federal  holidays. 

Available  Funds:  It  is  anticipated  that 
funds  will  be  available  for  12  continuing 
participation  projects  serving  210 
Fellows  with  an  average  fellowship 
award  of  $7,500  for  a  total  cost  for  all 
continuing  participation  projects  of 
$1,575,000.  In  calculating  the  Fellowship 
stipend,  applicants  should  be  guided  by 
123C.42-43  of  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (Federal  Register,  June  29, 
1979)  which  includes  the  method  of 
calculating  stipends. 

Application  Forms:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  are 
expected  to  be  ready  for  mailing  by 
November  20, 1979.  They  will  be  mailed 
to  each  eligible  applicant  for  continuing 
participation.  Additional  copies  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  to  the  Office  of 
Bilingual  Education,  U.S.  Office  of 
Education,  (Reporters  Building,  Room 
421),  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW., 
Washii^ton,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
packages.  The  Commissioner  urges  that 
applicants  not  submit  information  that  is 
not  requested. 

Applicable  Regulations:  The 
regulations  applicable  to  this  program 
are: 

(a)  General  Provisions  Regulations  for 
Office  of  Education  Programs  (45  CFR 
parts  100  and  100a),  and 

(b)  Regulations  governing  the 
Bilingual  Education  Program  (45  CFR 
Part  123).  Applicants  should  base  their 
applications  on  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  June  29, 1979  (44  FR  38416). 
When  these  regulations  are  published  as 
final  regulations  and  become  effective, 
they  will  govern  awards  under  this 
program. 

Note. — ^The  proposed  Education  Division 
General  Administrative  Regulations 
(EDGAR)  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  4, 1979  (44  FR  26298).  When 
EDGAR  becomes  effective,  it  will  supersede 
the  General  Provisions  Regulations  for  Office 
of  Education  Programs. 

If  EDGAR  takes  effect  before  grants 
are  made  under  the  program,  those 
grants  will  be  subject  to  the  following 
provisions  of  EDGAR:  Subpart  A 
(General);  Subpart  E  (What  Conditions 
Must  Be  Met  by  a  Grantee?);  Subpart  F 
(What  Are  the  Administrative 
Responsibilities  of  a  Grantee?);  and 
Subpart  G  (What  F*rocedures  Does  the 
Education  Division  Use  to  Get 
Compliance?). 

Further  Information:  For  further 
information  contact  Mr.  Charles  E. 
Hansen,  Acting  Deputy  Director.  Office 
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of  Bilingual  Education,  U.S.  Office  of 
Education,  (Reporters  Building,  Room 
421),  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202,  Telephone  (202) 
245-2600. 

(20  U.S.C.  3233) 

Dated:  November  15, 1979. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
13.403,  Bilingual  Education) 

)ohn  Ellis, 

Executive  Deputy  Commissioner  for 
Educational  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  7S-35641  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  amj 
BILLING  CODE  411(M)2-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

Indian  Reservation  Roads 

Cross  Reference:  For  a  document 
announcing  Notice  of  Memorandum  of 
Agreement  between  this  agency  and  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration,  see  FR 
Doc.  79-35494  appearing  in  the  Notices 
Section  of  this  issue. 

BILLING  CODE  4310-02-M 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Utah  and  Colorado;  Intent  To  Hold 
Public  Hearings  and  To  Open  a  30-Day 
Comment  Period  on  the  Federal  Coal 
Leasing  Target  for  the  Uinta- 
Southwestern  Utah  Coal  Production 
Region 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior.  > 

action:  Announcement  of  public 
hearings  and  opening  of  a  30-day 
comment  period. 

summary:  This  notice  advises  the  public 
that,  pursuant  to  43  CFR  3420.3-2(d),  the 
regional  coal  team  for  the  Uinta- 
Southwestem  Utah  Coal  Region  will 
hold  public  hearings  and  will  accept 
written  comments  on  a  Federal  coal 
leasing  target  to  be  established  for  this 
production  region.  The  information 
received  during  the  comment  period  and 


at  the  public  hearings  will  assist  the 
Secretary  in  establishing  the  final 
Federal  coal  leasing  target  for  the  region 
which  covers  portions  of  Utah  and 
Colorado. 

DATES:  Written  comments  will  be 
received  through  December  19, 1979. 
Public  hearings  will  be  held  on 
December  3,  4,  5,  and  6, 1979. 
addresses:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Edward  F.  Spang,  Nevada 
State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Chairman,  Regional  Coal 
Team,  Federal  Building,  Room  3008,  300 
Booth  Street,  Reno,  Nevada  89509.  The 
locations  of  the  public  hearings  are 
listed  below  under  SUPPLEMENTARY 
INFORMATION. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 

Edward  F.  Spang.  (702)  784-5451. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  As  part 
of  his  announcement  of  a  new  Federal 
coal  management  program  on  June  4, 
1979,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  set  a 
tentative  Federal  coal  leasing  target  of 
109  million  tons  for  the  Uinta- 
Southwestern  Utah  Coal  Production 
Region  with  proposed  lease  sales  to 
occur  over  a  2-year  period  beginning  in 
mid-1981.  In  addition,  the  Secretary 
directed  that  public  comment  be 
received  on  the  tentative  leasing  target 
prior  to  his  establishing  a  final  leasing 
target  for  the  region. 

In  accordance  with  the  Secretary’s 
direction,  the  public  is  invited  to  present 
comments  at  a  series  of  public  hearings 
on  the  tentative  leasing  target.  Those 
individuals  wishing  to  speak  at  the 
public  hearings  are  asked  to  provide 
written  copies  of  their  remarks. 

The  public  hearings  to  obtain 
comments  on  the  Federal  coal  leasing 
target  for  the  region  are  being  combined 
with  the  public  meetings  that  are  being 
held  to  receive  comments  on  the  scope 
of  the  regional  environmental  impact 
statement  (EIS)  for  the  region. 
Accordingly,  each  general  session  will 
consist  of  a  leasing  target  public  hearing 
followed  by  a  regional  EIS  scoping 
meeting.  These  combined  sessions  will 
be  held  as  follows: 


Place 

Date 

Ttnoe 

Address 

Escalante,  UT . 

Gyrrmasium,  Escalante  High  School,  Esca¬ 
lante,  UT. 

Auditorium,  Sevier  County  Court  House,  250 
North  Main,  Richfield,  LfT. 

Richfield.  UT . 

Price,  UT._ _ _ 

Salt  Lake  City,  UT _ 

source  Area  Office.  900  North  7th  East 
Price.  UT. 

Salt  Palace,  Room  224,  100  South  West 
Temple,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT. 

Written  comments  on  the  leasing  unable  to  attend  the  public  hearings, 

target  will  also  be  accepted  from  those  These  comments  should  be  sent  to  the 


regional  coal  team  chairman,  at  the 
address  provided  above,  by  December 
19, 1979. 

The  tentativecoal  leasing  target  of  109 
million  tons  for  the  Uinta-Southwestern 
Utah  Region,  which  was  announced  by 
the  Secretary  on  June  4, 1979,  was 
derived  from  the  Department  of  Energy’s 
(DOE)  coal  production  goals  for  1985 
and  1990.  The  goals  set  by  DOE  are 
tentative  and  likely  to  be  revised. 
Therefore,  public  conunent  is  being 
sought  on  DOE’S  production  goals  as 
well  as  the  Secretary’s  preliminary 
leasing  target  to  assist  Uie  Secretary  in 
establishing  an  appropriate  target  for 
this  region. 

The  tentative  coal  leasing  target  was 
derived  in  the  following  manner.  DOE 
projected  high,  medium,  and  low 
demand  levels  for  a  supply  region 
encompassing  Utah  and  portions  of 
southern  and  western  Colorado.  The 
Department  of  the  Interior  (DOI) 
apportioned  the  DOE  projections  to 
areas  of  coal  production  within  the  DOl- 
designated  Uinta-Southwestern  Utah 
Region  based  on  estimated  reserves  in 
both  the  DOI  and  DOE  coal  regions. 

This  process  resulted  in  a  mnior 
reallocation  of  the  DOE  Production 
goals  to  conform  to  the  DOI  region.  The 
production  goals  for  the  DOI  region  are 
stated  below  for  1985  and  1990: 


1985  (million 
tons) 

1990  (million 
tons) 

_  14.4 

16.0 

_  14.5 

17.3 

•13.9 

206 

*00E'8  high  demand  scenario  is  premised  on  national,  nol 
regional,  factors.  Increased  production  In  Ma  case  would  be 
coming  from  outside  the  Uinta-Southwestem  Utah  Region. 


Production  in  the  DOI  region  in  1976 
amounted  to  10.1  million  tons:  those 
same  mines  are  expected  to  continue  at 
that  level  through  1990.  Excess  capacity 
to  meet  demand  through  1986  is 
expected  to  exist  for  Federal  coal  leases 
on  which  mining  plans  have  been  Hied 
and  for  Federal  coal  leases  for  which  no 
mining  plans  have  been  tiled  and  where 
there  is  no  production.  It  is  uncertain, 
however,  at  what  level  production  from 
these  sources  will  contribute  to 
achieving  the  overall  leasing  target 
because  leases  not  in  production  by  1986 
will  be  cancelled  where  the  diligence 
requirements  found  in  the  Federal  coal 
management  regulations  are  not  met, 
thereby  eliminating  excess  capacity  to  a 
significant  degree.  Also  preference  right 
lease  applications  (PRLA’s)  have  not 
been  considered  in  the  calculation  of  the 
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Federal  coal  leasing  target  because  of 
the  many  uncertainties  concerning  the 
processing  of  PRLA’s  in  this  region. 

In  the  Secretary’s  June  4, 1979, 
announcement,  the  tentative  target  was 
chosen  to  meet  1990  medium  level 
demand.  The  tentative  target  assumed 
the  difference  between  current 
production  and  the  interpolated  1986 
production  goal  of  15.1  million  tons  was 
to  be  met  from  existing  excess  capacity. 
It  was  also  assumed  that  there  would  be 
no  excess  capacity  beyond  the  1986  date 
when  diligence  requirements  are 
expected  to  eliminate  nonproductive 
leases. 

Therefore,  the  preliminary  leasing 
target  for  Federal  coal  in  the  Uinta- 
Southwestern  Utah  Region  is  based  on 
the  difference  between  the  expected 
1986  production  of  15.1  million  tons  and 
the  1990  medium  demand  goal  of  17.3 
million  tons,  a  predicted  annual  shortfall 
of  2.2  million  tons.  The  portion  of  the 
shortfall  to  be  met  by  Federal  coal, 
based  on  a  sampling  of  ownership 
patterns  within  known  recoverable  coal 
resource  areas  (KRCRA’s)  in  the  region, 
is  82.9  percent  of  2.2  million  or  1.8 
million  tons.  Since  undergroimd  mining 
is  the  most  likely  method  of  coal 
extraction  within  the  region,  applying 
the  normal  recovery  factor  of  50  percent 
for  under  ground  mining  techniques 
yields  a  total  of  3.65  million  tons  of  in- 
place  Federal  coal  that  would  be  needed 
annually  by  1990.  With  an  assumed  30- 
year  mine  life,  the  Federal  coal  leasing 
target  is  30  x  3.65  or  approximately  109 
million  tons  of  in-place  Federal  coal. 

The  calculations  are  shown  below. 

1990  production  goal ...............  17.3  million  tons,  minus 

1986  production  estimate .  15.1  million  tons,  equals 

New  annual  production  2.2,  times 

needed. 

Federal  ownership  proportion .  .829,  equais 
Annual  production  needed  ySi,  divided  by 

from  Federal  leasing. 

Underground  recovery  factor  „  0.5,  equals 
Annual  tonnage  required  fm-  3.65,  times 
place  coal). 

Estimated  mine  life  (years) _  30,  etpjais 

Federal  coal  leaslrrg  target .  109  million  tons. 

Other  factors  which  could  also  affect 
any  final  leasing  decisions  in  the  Uinta- 
Southwestern  Coal  Production  Region 
include: 

1.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has 
been  granted  authority  by  Public  Law 
95-554  (92  Stat.  2073]  to  consider  the 
exchange  of  coal  preference  right  lease 
applications  held  by  Utah  Power  &  Light 
Company  located  in  the  Kaiparowits 
Plateau  area  for  unleashed  coal  lands  of 
equal  value.  The  lands  identiHed  for  the 
exchange  are  located  in  the  Wasatch 
Plateau.  Should  the  Secretary  elect  to 
proceed  with  the  exchange,  up  to  25,  342 
acres  of  coal  lands  in  the  Wasatch 
Plateau  could  be  involved  in  the 


exchange  and  would  not  be  available 
for  future  competitive  leasing. 

2.  No  consideration  was  given  to  any 
production  potential  from  the  30  PRLA's 
(25  in  Utah  and  5  in  Colorado)  within 
the  Uinta-Southwestern  Utah  Region 
because  of  the  current  uncertainty  of 
timing  and  quantity  of  such  production. 
Should  this  uncertainty  lessen  as  the 
PRLA’s  are  processed,  the  leasing  target 
or  tract  scheduling  would  be  adjusted 
accordingly. 

3.  The  leasing  target  assumes  that  a 
significant  portion  of  leased  coal  will  be 
in  production  by  1985 — a  four-year  lead 
time — and  that  a  six-year  lead  time 
applies  to  the  balance  of  the  leasing 
target.  Should  these  estimates  of  lead 
time  be  altered  prior  to  tract  scheduling, 
the  target  could  be  adjusted  accordingly. 

4.  Coal  lease  applications  that  have 
been  filed  that  meet  production 
maintenance  or  by-pass  situations  do 
not  count  against  the  leasing  target. 

5.  The  83  percent  Federal  coal 
ownership  proportion  could  be  revised 
after  examination  of  ownership  patterns 
in  mining  units  associated  with  specific 
tracts. 

6.  The  assumption  of  a  50  percent 
recovery  factor  for  underground  mining 
techniques  will  be  adjusted  as  more 
tract  specific  information  is  developed 
during  coal  activity  planning. 

Reviewers  are  encouraged  to 
comment  on  all  aspects  of  the  derivation 
of  the  preliminary  leasing  target,  on  the 
lead  time  between  lease  sale  and  peak 
production,  and  on  any  margin  of  error 
which  might  be  considered  in  setting 
final  leasing  targets.  In  addition, 
comments  are  solicited  concerning  any 
information  relating  to  the  demand  for 
coal  from  the  region  for  production  of 
synthetic  fuels. 

The  agenda  that  will  be  followed  at 
the  target  public  hearings  is  as  follows: 

I.  Introduction 

a.  Purpose  of  holding  the  public  hearing 
and  of  obtaining  comments  on  the  leasing 
target. 

b.  Description  of  the  relationship  of  this 
process  with  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act. 

c.  Brief  description  of  the  Federal  coal 
management  program. 

d.  Description  of  the  role  of  the  regional 
coal  team  in  the  leasing  process. 

e.  Description  of  the  derivation  of  the 
preliminary  or  tentative  leasing  target. 

2.  Obtain  public  comments  and 
recommendations  on  the  Federal  coal 
leasing  target  for  the  Uinta- 
Southwestern  Utah  Coal  Production 
Region. 

3.  Close. 


Dated:  November  14. 1979. 

Ed  Hastey, 

Associate  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35592  Hied  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

Utah  and  Colorado;  Intent  To  Hold 
Public  Meetings  and  To  Prepare  a 
Regional  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  the  Proposed  Leasing  of 
Federal  Coal  in  the  Uinta- 
Southwestern  Utah  Coal  Production 
Region 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Announcement  of  public 
meetings  and  notice  of  intent  to  prepare 
an  environmental  impact  statement 
(EIS). _ 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  advises  the  public 
that  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
intends  to  hold  public  meetings  to  gather 
information  and  seek  assistance  in 
defining  the  range  of  issues  and 
concerns  for  the  preparation  of  a 
regional  EIS  for  the  proposed  leasing  of 
Federal  coal  beginning  in  mid-1981  in 
the  Uinta-Southwestem  Utah  Coal 
Production  Region.  The  proposed  leasing 
will  be  carried  out  in  accordance  with 
the  Federal  coal  management  program 
as  announced  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  on  June  4, 1979,  and  is  needed  to 
meet  the  Department  of  Energy’s 
regional  production  goal.  This  notice  is 
made  in  accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  and 
the  regulations  (40  CFR  1501.7)  of  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 
DATES:  Written  comments  will  be 
received  through  December  19, 1979.  The 
public  scoping  meeting  will  be  held  on 
December  3,  4,  5,  and  6, 1979. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Ron  Bolander,  Regional 
Coal  EIS  Team  Leader,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (921),  136  East  South 
Temple,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  The 
locations  of  the  public  meetings  are 
listed  below  under  SUPPLEMENTARY 
INFORMATION. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ron  Bolander,  (801)  524-4527. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
tracts  proposed  for  leasing  are  within 
the  BLM  Utah  Planning  Units  of  Wattis, 
Huntington,  Muddy,  and  Last  Chance 
and  within  the  Forest  Service  Ferron- 
Price  Planning  Unit  located  within  the 
Manti-LaSal  National  Forest  in  Utah. 

The  following  general  descriptions  are 
being  provided  to  identify  the 
approximate  location  of  the  areas  that, 
as  a  result  of  preliminary  investigation, 
will  most  likely  contain  the  specific 
tracts  for  possible  leasing.  Information 
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is  not  yet  available  on  the  precise 
boundaries,  acreage,  or  tonnage  of  the 
tracts  being  considered  for  possible 
leasing  in  1981.  More  specific 
information  will  be  available  at  the 
public  scoping  meetings.  If  leases  are 
issued  in  these  areas,  mining  will  be  by 
underground  methods.  The  areas 
described  below  may  contain  more  than 
one  possible  lease  tract 

1.  Gordan  Creek  area  About  3  tnUes  southwest  ot 

Scofield.  Utah. 

2.  Mortument  Peak  area About  8  miles  south  of 

Scofield,  Utah. 

3.  Gandland  Mountain  area .  About  10  miles  north  and 

iKxthwest  of  Hiawatha, 
Utah. 

4.  Crandall  Canyon  area ........  Near  State  Highway  31,  about 

12  miles  northwest  of 
Huntington,  Utah. 

5.  Meetinghouse  Canyon,  For  8  to  15  miles  east  of 

Lower  Cottonwood  Canyon,  Huntington,  Utah. 

and  Trail  Mountain  areas. 

6.  North  Horn  Mountain  area  „  About  10  mries  east  of 

Orangeville.  Utah. 

7.  Castle  Valley  area From  the  proximity  of  Emery, 

Utah,  southward  to  about  4 
miles  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  70. 

6.  Muddy  Creek  area .  About  6  miles  northeast  of 

Emery,  Utah. 

An  information  may  may  be  obtained 
at  the  Utah  State  Office  at  the  address 
listed  above.  This  map  will  also  be 
available  at  the  scoping  meetings. 
Information  depicted  on  the  map 
includes  known  recoverable  coal 
resource  areas,  lands  under  lease,  land 
that  may  be  leased  through  exchange, 
and  the  location  of  the  delineated  tracts 
(to  the  extent  that  the  information  is 
available). 

Certain  lands  in  the  Forest  Service 
Ferron-Price  and  BLM  San  Rafael 
Planning  Areas  are  presently  being 
studied  for  possible  leasing,  by 
exchange,  to  Utah  Power  and  Light 
Company  as  authorized  by  Public  Law 
95-554  (92  Stat,  2073).  Tracts  in  the  area 
identified  for  possible  exchange  are 
being  delineated  and  may  be  offered  for 
possible  competitive  leasing  sometime 
in  the  future.  However,  if  the  proposed 
exchange  is  approved,  some  or  all  of  the 
tracts  may  be  eliminated  from 
consideration  for  competitive  leasing. 

The  alternatives  that  have  been 
tentatively  identified  to  be  analyzed  in 
the  EIS  include  the  following:  modify  the 
scheduling  of  lease  tracts  within  a  2- 
year  period  beginning  in  mid-1981; 
modify  the  combination  of  tracts 
considered  as  the  proposed  action  and 
alternatives;  delay  or  defer  tracts  sales; 
and  not  offer  Federal  coal  lease  tracts 
for  competitive  sale.  If  further  coal 
development  in  the  Uinta-Southwestern 
Utah  Region  does  occur,  possible  major 
issues  will  generally  be  social  and 
economic  in  nature. 

Prior  to  the  preparation  of  the  EIS,  the 
tracts  identified  in  accordance  with 
Federal  coal  management  regulations 
will  be  ranked,  selected,  and  scheduled 


by  a  regional  coal  team  (43  CFR  3420.4) 
for  possible  sale,  and  recommendations 
will  be  made  through  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  public  scoping  meetings  to  assist 
in  deflning  signiHcant  environmental 
issues  and  concerns  for  the  preparation 
of  a  regional  EIS  for  proposed  Federal 
coal  leasing  are  being  combined  with 
the  public  hearings  to  obtain  comments 


The  agenda  for  scoping  meeting  will 
be  as  follows: 

1.  Introduction 

a.  Purpose  and  intent  of  the  meeting. 

b.  Description  of  previously  defined  issues 
identified  during  pre-analysis  to  be 
considered  in  the  EIS. 

c.  Alternatives  which  will  include,  among 
others,  the  proposed  action  as  presently 
considered  in  the  EIS  process  and  not 
offering  Federal  coal  lease  tracts  for 
competitive  sale. 

d.  Information  available  from  the  BLM 
offices  for  the  use  of  the  public  in 
commenting,  including  names  and  addresses 
where  information  and  comments  can  be 
submitted. 

2,  Solicitation  of  public  comment, 
recommendations,  and  issues  of  major 
concern  to  be  considered  and  addressed 
in  the  ranking,  selection,  scheduling,  and 
EIS  impact  analysis  process. 

The  environmental  review  of  this 
project  will  be  conducted  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969, 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
regulations,  other  required  Federal  laws 
and  regulations,  and  Department  of  the 
Interior  policies  and  procedures  for 
compliance  with  those  regulations. 

Dated:  November  14, 1979. 

Ed  Hastey, 

Associate  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

[FR  Doc.  7B-3So93  Filed  11-18-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Medford  District  Office,  Oregon; 
Designation  of  Public  Lands  for  Off* 
Road  Vehicle  Use 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-30478  appearing  on 
page  56747  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday, 


on  the  Federal  leasing  target  for  the 
Uinta-Southwestem  Utah  Region. 
Accordingly,  each  general  session  will 
consist  of  a  public  hearing  on  the  leasing 
target  followed  by  a  scoping  meeting.  A 
separate  Federal  Register  notice 
discusses  the  public  hearings  concerning 
the  regional  leasing  target.  The 
combined  sessions  will  be  held  as 
follows: 


October  2, 1979,  at  the  top  of  the  second 
column,  change  “Section  31, 
NEV4N>/2SEV4,  SW‘/4SWy4;”  to  read 
“Section  31,  NEy4.  NVaSWVi. 
SWV4SWy4;”. 

BILLING  CODE  1S0S-81-M 


National  Park  Service 

Cumberland  Island  National  Seashore; 
Georgia;  Designation  of  Boundary 

Section  323  of  the  Act  of  November 
10, 1978,  (92  Stat  3467)  authorized  a 
revision  of  the  boundaries  of  the 
Cumberland  Island  National  Seashore. 

Notice  is  given  that  the  boundary  of 
the  Cumberland  Island  National 
Seashore  has  been  revised  pursuant  to 
the  above  act,  to  include  the  lands 
depicted  on  boundary  map  numbered 
CUIS  40,000-D  dated  January  1978, 
prepared  by  the  Denver  Service  Center 
of  the  National  Park  Service. 

This  map  is  on  file  and  available  for 
inspection  in  the  administrative  office  of 
the  Cumberland  Island  National 
Seashore,  P.O.  Box  806,  St.  Marys, 
Georgia  31558,  and  in  the  offices  of  the 
National  Park  Service,  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

Dated:  November  5, 1979. 

Joe  Brown, 

Regional  Director,  Southeost  Region, 

.  National  Park  Service. 

fFR  Doc.  79-35527  Filed  11-18-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


Fort  Caroline  National  Memorial; 
Florida;  Designation  of  Boundary 

Section  301  of  the  Act  of  November 
10, 1978,  (92  Stat  3467)  authorized  a 
revision  of  the  boundaries  of  the  Fort 
Caroline  National  Memorial.  The  Act 


Place 

Date 

Time 

Address 

Richfield,  UT  _  _ 

lante,  UT. 

....  Auditorium,  Sevier  County  Court  House,  250 

North  Main,  Richfield,  UT. 

source  Area  Office.  900  North  7th  East, 
Price,  UT. 

.  .  Salt  Palace.  Room  224.  100  South.  West 

Temple,  Salt  Lake  CHy,  UT. 

1' 
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provided  that  within  twelve  months 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
Act,  the  Secretary  shall  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  a  detailed  map  or  other 
detailed  description  of  the  lands  added 
or  excluded  from  the  area. 

Notice  is  given  that  the  boundary  of 
the  Fort  Caroline  National  Memorial  has 
been  revised  pursuant  to  the  above  act, 
to  include  the  lands  depicted  on 
boundary  map  numbered  5310/80,000A 
dated  April  1978,  prepared  by  the  Land 
Acquisition  Division  of  the  Southeast 
Region  of  the  National  Park  Service. 

This  map  is  on  file  and  available  for 
inspection  in  the  administrative  office  of 
the  Fort  Caroline  National  Memorial, 
12713  Fort  Caroline  Road,  Jacksonville, 
Florida  32225,  and  in  the  offices  of  the 
National  Park  Service,  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

Dated:  November  5, 1979. 

Joe  Brown, 

Regional  Director,  Southeast  Region, 

National  Park  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35528  Filed  11-16-79;  e;-15  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


Publication  of  Federal  Consistency 
Requirements  Lowell  National 
Historical  Park,  Lowell,  Mass. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  to  all  federal 
agencies  of  the  following  provisions  of 
Sec.  102  of  Pub.  L.  95-290,  92  Stat.  290, 
authorizing  the  establishment  of  Lowell 
National  Historical  Park: 

Cooperation  of  Federal  Agencies 

Section  102.  (a)  Any  Federal  entity 
conducting  or  supporting  activities  directly 
affecting  the  park  or  preservation  district 
shall — 

(1)  consult  with,  cooperate  with,  and  to  the 
maximum  extent  practicable,  coordinate  its 
activities  with  the  Secretary  and  with  the 
Commission;  and 

(2)  conduct  or  support  such  activities  in  a 
manner  which  (A)  to  the  maximum  extent 
practicable  is  consistent  with  the  standards 
and  criteria  established  pursuant  to  section 
302  (a)  of  this  Act,  and  (B)  will  not  have  an 
adverse  effect  on  the  resources  of  the  park  or 
preservation  district. 

(b)  No  Federal  entity  may  issue  any  license 
or  permit  to  any  person  to  conduct  an  activity 
within  the  park  or  preservation  district  unless 
such  entity  determines  that  the  proposed 
activity  will  be  conducted  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  the  standards  and  criteria 
established  pursuant  to  section  302(e]  of  this 
Act  and  will  not  have  an  adverse  effect  on 
the  resources  of  the  park  or  preservation 
district. 

The  boundaries  of  the  park  and 
preservation  district  herein  referred  to 
are  depicted  on  a  map  entitled  “Lowell 
National  Historical  Park, 


Massachusetts**,  dated  March,  1978,  and 
numbered  LOWE-80, 008A,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
November  19, 1979. 

The  standards  and  criteria  to  be 
established  pursuant  to  section  302(e)  of 
the  Act  which  are  referred  to  in  Section 
102  have  not  been  established  as  of  the 
date  of  this  notice.  Until  such  time  as 
these  standards  and  criteria  are 
established  and  are  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  federal  entities  are 
requested  to  consult  with  the 
Superintendent  of  Lowell  National 
Historical  Park  and  the  Director  of  the 
Lowell  Historic  Preservation 
Commission  regarding  proposed  actions. 

To  implement  Section  102  of  the  Act 
federal  entities  shall  coordinate  and 
consult  the  National  Park  Service  and 
the  Lowell  Historic  Preservation 
Commission.  All  communications  should 
be  directed  to  both  of  the  following: 
Superintendent,  Lowell  National 
Historical  Park,  171  Merrimack  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1098,  Lowell,  Massachusetts 
01853;  and  Director,  Lowell  Historic 
Preservation  Commission,  194  Middle 
Street,  Lowell,  Massachusetts  01852. 

Dated:  September  28, 1979. 

Larry  ).  Hovig, 

Acting  Regional  Director  North  Atlantic 
Region. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35528  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


Gulf  Islands  National  Seashore; 
Mississippi  and  Florida;  Designation  of 
Boundary 

Section  301  of  the  Act  of  November 
10, 1978,  (92  Stat.  3467]  authorized  a 
revision  of  the  boundaries  of  the  Gulf 
Islands  National  Seashore.  The  Act 
provided  that  within  twelve  months 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
Act,  the  Secretary  shall  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  a  detailed  map  or  other 
detailed  description  of  the  lands  added 
or  excluded  from  the  area. 

Notice  is  given  that  the  boundary  of 
the  Gulf  Islands  National  Seashore  has 
been  revised  pursuant  to  the  above  act, 
to  include  the  lands  depicted  on 
boundary  map  numbered  20,006  dated 
April  1978,  prepared  by  the  Denver 
Service  Center  of  the  National  Park 
Service. 

This  map  is  on  file  and  available  for 
inspection  in  the  administrative  ofHces 
of  the  Gulf  Islands  National  Seashore. 
P.O.  Box  100,  Gulf  Breeze,  Florida  32561 
or  4000  Hanley  Road,  Ocean  Springs. 
Mississippi  39564,  and  in  the  offices  of 
the  National  Park  Service,  Department 
of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 


Dated:  November  5, 1979. 

Joe  Brown. 

Regional  Director,  Southeast  Region, 
National  Park  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35533  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


San  Antonio  Missions  Advisory 
Commission;  Establishment 

This  notice  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Section  9(a)(2]  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463).  The  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  is  establishing  a  San  Antonio 
Missions  Advisory  Commission  to 
render  advice  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  and  officers  and  employees  of 
the  National  Park  Service  on  matters 
relating  to  the  park  and  with  respect  to 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  statute 
establishing  the  San  Antonio  Missions 
National  Historical  Park,  established 
pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  95-629  (92  Stat.  3636). 
The  San  Antonio  Missions  Advisory 
Commission  is  being  established  after 
consultation  with  the  General  Services 
Administration.  The  certification  of 
establishment  is  published  below. 
Further  information  regarding  the  San 
Antonio  Missions  Advisory  Commission 
may  be  obtained  from  Shirley  M. 
Luikens,  Advisory  Boards  and 
Commission,  National  Park  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  (202-343-2012). 

Certification 

The  act  establishing  the  San  Antonio 
Missions  National  Historical  Park 
places  responsibility  for  development 
and  management  of  that  area  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior.  In  view  of 
these  responsibilities  and  the  need  to 
obtain  advice  and  recommendations  to 
meet  these  responsibilities,  I  hereby 
certify  that  establishment  of  the  San 
Antonio  Missions  Advisory  Commission 
is  in  the  public  interest. 

Dated:  November  5. 1979. 

Cecil  O.  Andrus. 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35529  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


Publication  of  a  Boundary  Map;  Adams 
National  Historic  Site,  Quincy,  Mass. 

There  is  hereby  published  a  boundary 
map  which  details  the  land  associated 
with  the  Adams  Birthplaces  which  is 
being  added  to  the  Adams  National 
Historic  Site  in  Quincy,  Massachusetts, 
pursuant  to  Sec.  312,  Pub.  L.  95-625,  92 
Stat.  3479.  Comments  on  the  map  should 
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be  addressed  to  Planning  and  Design 
Section,  North  Atlantic  Region,  National 
Park  Service,  15  State  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02109. 

Dated:  September  24. 1979. 

Gilbert  W.  Calhoun, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  North  Atlantic 
Region. 


BILLING  CODE  4310-70-e 
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Publication  of  a  Boundary  Map; 
Dorchester  Heights,  Boston,  Mass., 
Boston  National  Historical  Park 

There  is  hereby  published  a  boundary 
map  which  details  the  land  associated 
with  Dorchester  Heights  which  is  being 
added  to  the  Boston  National  Historical 
Park  in  Boston,  Massachusetts,  pursuant 
to  Sec.  310,  Pub.  L.  95-625,  92  Stat.  3478. 
(16  U.S.C.  410  z  (a)]  and  to  Sec.  2  (c). 

Pub.  L  93-431,  88  Stat.  1184.  Comments 
on  the  map  should  be  addressed  to 
Planning  and  Design  Section,  North 
Atlantic  Region,  National  Park  Service, 
15  State  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
02109. 

Dated:  September  24, 1979. 

Gilbert  W.  Calhoun, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  North  Atlantic 
Region. 

BiaiNG  CODE  4310-70-M 
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Publication  of  a  Boundary  Map;  Lowell 
National  Historical  Park,  Lowell,  Mass. 

There  is  hereby  published  a  boundary 
map  which  details  the  boundary  of 
Lowell  National  Historical  Park  as  well 
as  the  Preservation  District  associated 
with  the  National  Historical  Park  in 
Lowell.  Massachusetts.  This  map  is 
published  pursuant  to  Sec.  101  (a)  (2). 
Pub.  L.  95-290,  92  Stat.  290  (16  U.S.C.  410 
cc-ll(a)(2)).  Maps  at  a  scale  of  one  inch 
to  200  feet  which  show  this  boundary  in 
greater  detail  are  on  file  and  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  following 
locations: 

1.  Office  of  the  City  Clerk,  City  Hall.  Lowell. 
Massachusetts,  Hours:  9:00  a.in.-5:00  p.m. 

2.  Office  of  Lowell  National  Historical  Park, 
171  Merrimack  Street,  Lowell, 
Massachusetts.  Hours:  8:00  a.m.-5:00  p.m. 

3.  National  Park  Service,  Department  of 
Interior  Building.  Washington,  D.C..  Hours: 
8:00  a.m.-4:30  p.m. 

Comments  on  the  map  should  be 
addressed  to  Planning  and  Design 
Section,  North  Atlantic  Region.  National 
Park  Service,  15  State  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02109. 

Dated:  September  24, 1979. 

Gilbert  W.  Calhoun, 

Acting  Regional  Director.  North  Atlantic 
Region. 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 
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NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  FOR  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Special  Projects  Panel  (Folk  Arts 
Section);  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463),  as  amended,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Special  Projects  Panel  (Folk  Arts 
Section)  to  the  National  Council  on  the 
Arts  will  be  held  December  6. 1979,  from 
9:00  a.m.-5:30  p.m.;  December  7, 1979, 
from  9:00  a.m.-5:30  p.m.;  and  December 
8. 1979,  from  9:00  a.m.-5:30  p.m.  in  Room 
1422,  Columbia  Plaza  Office  Building, 
2401  E  St.,  N.W.,  Washii^ton,  D.C, 

A  portion  of  this  meeting  w'ill  be  open 
to  the  public  on  December  8, 1979,  from 
9:00  a.m.-l:00  p.m.  for  the  discussion  of 
policy  and  guidelines. 

The  remaining  sessions  of  this 
meeting  on  December  6, 1979,  from  9:00 
a.m.-5:30  p.m.;  December  7, 1979.  from 
9:00  a.m.-5:30  p.m.;  and  December  8, 

1979,  from  1:00  p.m.-5:30  p.m.  are  for  the 
purpose  of  Panel  review,  discussion, 
evaluation,  and  recommendation  on 
applications  for  financial  assistance 
under  the  National  Foundation  on  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended,  including  discussion  of 
information  given  in  confidence  to  the 
agency  by  grant  applicants.  In 
accordance  with  the  determination  of 
the  Chairman  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  March  17. 1977,  these  sessions 
will  be  closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
subsections(c)(4),  (6)  and  9(b)  of  section 
552b  of  Title  5,  United  States  Code. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
John  H.  Clark,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National 
endowment  of  the  Arts,  Washington, 

D.C.  20506,  or  call  (202)  634-6070. 
November  8. 1979. 

|ohn  H.  Clark, 

Director,  Office  of  Council  and  Panel 
Operations.  National  Endowment  for  the  Arts. 

ini  Doc  79-35S02  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am| 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards,  Ad  Hoc  Subcommittee  on 
the  Three  Mile  Island,  Unit  2,  Accident 
Implications  re  Nuclear  Power  Plant 
Design;  Meeting 

The  ACRS  Ad  Hoc  Subcommittee  on 
the  Three  Mile  Island,  Unit  2  Accident — 
Implications  Re  Nuclear  Power  Plant 
Design  will  hold  a  meeting  on  December 
4. 1979  in  Room  1046, 1717  H  St..  NW, 


Washington.  DC  20555.  Notice  of  this 
meeting  was  published  October  18, 1979. 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures 
outlined  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  1, 1979,  (44  FR  56408),  oral  or 
written  statements  may  be  presented  by 
members  of  the  public,  recordings  will 
be  permitted  only  during  those  portions 
of  the  meeting  when  a  transcript  is  being 
kept,  and  questions  may  be  asked  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee,  its 
consultants,  and  Staff.  Persons  desiring 
to  make  oral  statements  should  notify 
the  Designated  Federal  Employee  as  far 
in  advance  as  practicable  so  that 
appropriate  arrangements  can  be  made 
to  allow  the  necessary  time  during  the 
meeting  for  such  statements. 

The  agenda  for  subject  meeting  shall 
be  as  follows: 

Tuesday,  December  4, 1979 

8:30  a.m.  until  the  conclusion  of 
business. 

The  Subcommittee  may  meet  in 
Executive  Session,  with  any  of  its 
consultants  who  may  be  present,  to 
explore  and  exchange  their  preliminary 
opinions  regarding  matters  which  should 
be  considered  during  the  meeting  and  to 
formulate  a  report  and  recommendation 
to  the  full  Committee. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  Executive 
Session,  the  Subcommittee  will  hear 
presentations  by  and  hold  discussions 
with  representatives  of  the  NRC  Staff, 
the  nuclear  industry,  various  utilities, 
and  their  consultants,  and  other 
interested  persons,  regarding  the 
implications  of  the  TMI-2  Accident. 

In  addition,  it  may  be  necessary  for 
the  Subcommittee  to  hold  one  or  more 
closed  sessions  for  the  purpose  of 
exploring  matters  involving  proprietary 
information.  I  have  determined,  in 
accordance  with  Subsectioa  10(d)  of 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  that,  should  such 
sessions  be  required,  it  is  necessary  to 
close  these  sessions  to  protect 
proprietary  information  (5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(4)). 

Further  information  regarding  topics 
to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meeting 
has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled,  the 
Chairman's  ruling  on  requests  for  the 
opportunity  to  present  oral  statements 
and  the  time  allotted  therefor  can  be 
obtained  by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  to 
the  cognizant  Designated  Federal 
Employee.  Mr.  Richard  K.  Major 
(telephone  202/634-1414)  between  8:15 
a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.,  EST. 

Background  information  concerning 
items  to  be  discussed  at  this  meeting 
can  be  found  in  documents  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20555  and 
at  the  Government  Publications  Section, 


State  Library  of  Pennsylvania, 

Education  Building,  Commonwealth  and 
Walnut  Street.  Harrisburg,  PA  17126. 

Dated:  November  14. 1979. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35543  Filed  11-16-79;  6:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7S90-01-M 

[Docket  No.  50-312] 

Sacramento  Municipal  Utility  District, 
(Rancho  Seco  Nuclear  Generating 
Station);  Order  Postponing  Evidentiary 
Session 

The  evidentiary  sessions  scheduled  to 
begin  on  November  27, 1979  are  hereby 
canceled.  A  revised  schedule  is 
presently  being  considered. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  13th  day  of 
November  1979. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board. 
Richard  F.  Cole. 

Member. 

Frederick  ).  Shon, 

Member. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35541  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  7590-01-M 

(Docket  No.  50-302] 

Florida  Power  Corp.,  et  al.;  Issuance  of 
Amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  25  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-72,  issued  to 
the  Florida  Power  Corporation,  City  of 
Alachua,  City  of  Bushnell,  City  of 
Gainesville.  City  of  Kissimmee,  City  of 
Leesburg,  City  of  New  Smyrna  Beach 
and  Utilities  Commission,  City  of  New 
Smyrna  Beach,  City  of  Ocala,  Orlando 
Utilities  Commission  and  City  of 
Orlando,  Sebring  Utilities  Commission, 
Seminole  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  and 
the  City  of  Tallahassee  (the  licensees) 
which  revised  the  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  for  the 
Crystal  River  Unit  No.  3  Nuclear 
Generating  Plant  (the  facility)  located  in 
Citrus  County,  Florida.  The  amendment 
is  effective  as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  modifies  the 
Technical  Specifications  to  indicate  a 
modified  offsite  organization,  clarify  the 
functions  of  the  Nuclear  General  Review 
Committee  in  environmental  matters, 
and  change  the  units  for  the  high  rate  of 
power  increase  reporting  requirement 
The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations.  The 
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Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendent  does  not  involve  a 
signiHcant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendment  dated  July  21, 1977, 
September  22, 1976,  and  May  23, 1979  (2) 
Amendment  No.  25  to  License  No.  DPR- 
72,  and  (3)  the  Commission's  related 
Safety  F.vuluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission's  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  the  Crystal  River  Public  Library, 
Crystal  River,  Florida.  A  copy  of  items 
(2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at-Bethesda,  Md.,  this  7th  day  of 
November  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Morton  B.  Fairtile, 

Acting  Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  *4, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

|FR  Doc.  7S-3S542  Filed  11-16-79;  8:4S  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7S90-01-M 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

Relocation  of  Los  Angeles  Field  Office 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Los 
Angeles  Field  Office  of  the  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board  was  moved 
to  new  quarters  on  November  5, 1979. 
The  office  is  now  located  at  15000 
Aviation  Boulevard  (P.O.  Box  6117), 
Lawndale,  California  90261. 

New  telephone  numbers  for  the  Los 
Angeles  Field  Office  are: 

Commercial:  213-536-6041.  213-536-6045 
(Administrative  Law  Judges). 

Federal  Telecommunications:  966-6041 
(Aviation),  966-6036  (Railroad,  Highway), 
966-6045  (Administrative  Law  Judges). 
William  L.  Lamb, 

Chief  Field  Investigation  Division^ 

November  14, 1979. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35585  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-58-M 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Agency  Forms  Under  Review 

Background 

November  14, 1979. 

When  executive  departments  and 
agencies  propose  public  use  forms, 
reporting,  or  recordkeeping 
requirements,  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB)  reviews  and  acts  on 
those  requirements  under  the  Federal 
Reports  Act  (44  USC,  Chapter  35). 
Departments  and  agencies  use  a  number 
of  techniques  including  public  hearings 
to  consult  with  the  public  on  significant 
reporting  requirements  before  seeking 
OMB  approval.  OMB  in  carrying  out  its 
responsibility  under  the  Act  also 
considers  comments  on  the  forms  and 
recordkeeping  requirements  that  will 
affect  the  public. 

List  of  Forms  Under  Review 

Every  Monday  and  Thursday  OMB 
publishes  a  list  of  the  agency  forms 
received  for  review  since  the  last  list 
was  published.  The  list  has  all  the 
entries  for  one  agency  together  and 
grouped  into  new  forms,  revisions, 
extensions,  or  reinstatements. 

Each  entry  contains  the  following 
information: 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of  the 
agency  clearance  officer; 

The  office  of  the  agency  issuing  this  form; 

The  title  of  the  form; 

The  agency  form  number,  if  applicable; 

How  often  the  form  must  be  filled  out; 

Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to  report; 

An  estimate  of  the  number  of  forms  that 
will  be  filled  out; 

An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of  hours 
needed  to  Hll  out  the  form;  and 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of  the 
person  or  office  responsible  for  OMB  review. 

Reporting  or  recordkeeping 
requirements  that  appear  to  raise  no 
significant  issues  are  approved 
promptly.  In  addition,  most  repetitive 
reporting  requirements  or  forms  that 
require  one  half  hour  or  less  to  complete 
and  a  total  of  20,000  hours  or  less 
annually  will  be  approved  ten  business 
days  after  this  notice  is  published  unless 
specific  issues  are  raised;  such  forms  are 
identified  in  the  list  by  an  asterisk!*). 

Comments  and  Questions 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  may  be  obtained 
from  the  agency  clearance  officer  whose 
name  and  telephone  number  appear 
under  the  agency  name.  Comments  and 
questions  about  the  items  on  this  list 
should  be  directed  to  the  OMB  reviewer 
or  office  listed  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 


If  you  anticipate  commenting  on  a 
form  but  find  that  time  to  prepare  will 
prevent  you  from'submitting  comments 
promptly,  you  should  advise  the  . 
reviewer  of  your  intent  as  early  as 
possible. 

The  timing  and  format  of  this  notice 
have  been  changed  to  make  the 
publication  of  the  notice  predictable  and 
to  give  a  clearer  explanation  of  this 
process  to  the  public.  If  you  have 
comments  and  suggestions  for  further 
improvements  to  this  notice,  please  send 
them  to  Stanley  E.  Morris,  Deputy 
Associate  Director  for  Regulatory  Policy 
and  Reports  Management,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  726  Jackson 
Place,  Northwest,  Washington.  D.C. 
20503. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Richard  }. 
Shrimper — 447-6201. 

New  forms 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
Evaluation  of  the  Child  Care  Food 
Program — Questionnaires 
Single  time 

Child  care  officials,  providers,  and 
recipients.  3,604  responses;  2,397 
hours 

Charles  A.  Eilett,  395-5080 
Revisions 

Agricultural.Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 
Report  of  Purchase  of  Noninspected 
Peanuts  and  Inspection  Certificate 
and  Sales  Memorandum 
MQ-95,  94,  &  94VC 
On  occasion 

Peanut  handlers,  600,150  responses: 

150,026  hours 
Charles  A.  Eilett,  395-5080 
Economics,  Statistics,  and  Cooperatives 
Service  Cost  of  Production  Survey 
Annually 

Selected  Crop  Producers,  4,580 
responses;  4,482  hours 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard,  673-7974 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Edward 
Michals— 377-3627 

New  forms 

Bureau  of  the  Census 
Post  Enumeration  Survey,  Housing  Unit 
Coverage  Check  Listing  Book 
D-862 
Single  time 

Households  in  the  U.S.,  250,000 
responses:  17,500  hours 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard.  673-7974 
Patent  Office 
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Flexitime  Effectiveness  Questionnaire 
Single  time 

Patent  practitioners,  600  responses;  60 
hours 

Richard  Sheppard,  395-3211 
Revisions 

Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
Expenditures  of  United  States  Travelers 
in  Mexico 
BE-575 
Quarterly 

U.S.  residents  visiting  Mexico,  10,000 
responses;  500  hours 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard,  673-7974 
Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
Survey  of  U.S.  Travelers  Visiting 
Canada 
BE-536 
Quarterly 

U.S.  residents  visiting  Canada,  30,000 
responses;  2,000  hours 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard,  673-7974 
Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
‘Survey  of  Visitor’s  Travel  Expenses  in 
the  United  States 
BE-572-GFS 
Quarterly 

Foreign  visitors,  4,000  responses;  267 
hours 

Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard:  673-7974 
Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
‘Travel  Questionnaire  for  U.S. 

Residents 

BE-574 

Quarterly 

U.S.  residents  who  traveled  abroad 
40,000  responses;  3,333  hours 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard;  673-7974 
Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
‘Plant  and  Equipment  Expenditures,  and 
Plant  and  Equipment  Expenditures 
Supplement 
BE-452,  BE-452S 
Quarterly 

Manufacturing  and  utilities,  24,000 
responses;  12,000  hours 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard;  673-7974 
Bureau  of  the  Census 
‘Construction  Project  Report 
(Multifamily  Residential) 

C-700(R) 

Monthly 

Owners  of  multifamily  residential 
buildings,  30,000  responses:  7,500 
hours 

Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard:  673-7974 
Maritime  Administration 
‘Director  of  Minority  and  Women 
Contractors  With  a  Capability  To 
Service  the  Maritime  Industry 
MA-801 


Annually 

Minority /women's  business  firms,  500 
responses;  125  hours 
Richard  Sheppard,  395-3211 

Extensions 

Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
‘Plant  and  Equipment  Expenditures 
Survey  (Expansion  Industries) 

BE456 

Quarterly 

Professional  &  nonprofit  organizations 
expansion  Ind.,  24,000  responses; 
12,000  hours 

Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard:  673-7974 
Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
‘Receipt  and  Shipment  of  United  States 
and  Mexican  Currency  Between  U.S. 
Banks  and  Foreigners 
FR465 
Monthly 

Banks  in  FR  Dist.  11  &  12  Deai.  in 
Mexican  currency  transac.,  80 
responses;  40  hours 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard;  673-7974 
Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
‘Plant  and  Equipment  Expenditures 
Survey  Annual  Supplement  (Facturers 
Anly) 

BE-452A 

Annually 

Manufacturing  and  utilities,  3,000 
responses;  1,500  hours 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard:  673-7974 
Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
‘Plant  and  Equipment  Expenditures 
Survey 
BE-456 
Quarterly 

Nonmanufacturing,  24,000  responses: 
12,000  hours 

Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard;  673-7974 
Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
‘Plant  and  Equipment  Expenditures 
Survey  Annual  Supplement 
BE  456A 
Annually 

Nonmanufacturing,  5,000  responses; 
2,500  hours 

Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  & 
Standard;  673-7974 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — John  V. 
Wenderote — 697-1195. 

Revisions 

Departmental  and  Other  Comsec 
Material  Report 
SF-153 

Other  (see  SF-83) 

Description  not  furnished  by  agency 
Richard  Sheppard,  395-3211 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^William 
Riley— 245-7488. 

New  forms 

'  Office  of  the  Secretary 
Self-Evaluation  Requirement  of 
Government-Wide  Age  Discrimination 
Act  Regulations 
OS-21-79 
Single  time 

Fed.  fund  recipients  employ.  15  or  more 
on  a  full-time  basis 
Laveme  V.  Collins,  395-3214 

Revisions 

Social  Security  Administration 
Application  for  Wife’s  or  Husband’s 
Insurance  Benefits 
SSA-2-F6 
On  occasion 

Wives  or  Husb.  Elig.  for  monthly 
benefits,  700,000  responses:  116,667 
hours 

Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6132 
Social  Security  Administration 
Application  for  Lump-Sum  Death 
Payment 
SSA-8-F5 
On  occasion 

Indiv.  apply,  for  lump-sum  Allow, 
payable  under  title  II,  1,360,000 
responses;  226,667  hours 
Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6132 
Social  Security  Administration 
Application  for  Child’s  Insurance 
Benefits 
SSA-4-F6 
On  occasion 

Completed  by  or  on  behalf  of  child  of 
liv.  wage  earn,  to  SS,  925,000 
responses;  154,167  hours 
Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6132 

Exterisions 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
‘Application  for  Exemption  for 
Manufacturing  Use 
FD-1674 
On  occasion 

Antibiotic  manufacturers,  77  responses; 
39  hours 

Richard  Eisinger,  395-3214 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
‘Application  for  Exemption  for 
Repacking 
FD-1678 
On  occasion 

Antibiotic  manufacturers,  22  responses; 
11  hours 

Richard  Eisinger,  395-3214 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  224  /  Monday,  November  19,  1979  /  Notices 


66269 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Agency  Clearance  Offlce — Robert  G. 
Masarsky — 755-5184. 

New  forms 

Community  Planning  and  Development 
Section  312  Questionnaire  to  Localities 
Single  time 

City  staff,  369  responses:  554  hours 
Arnold  Strasser,  395-5080 
Government  National  Mortgage 
Association 
*Liquidation  Schedule 
HUD-1710  E 
Monthly 

Mortgage  originators,  9,600  responses; 
960  hours 

Arnold  Strasser,  395-5080 
Revisions 

Government  National  Mortgage 
Association 

‘Issuers  Monthly  Summary  Report 

HUD-1710  D 

Monthly 

Mortgage  originators,  9,600  responses, 
960  hours 

Arnold  Strasser,  395-5080 
Government  National  Mortgage 
Association  . 

‘Issuers  Monthly  Accounting  Report 

HUD-1710  A 

Monthly 

Mortgage  originators,  9,600  responses; 
960  hours 

Arnold  Strasser,  395-5080 
Government  National  Mortgage 
Association 

‘Project  Mortgage  Pool  Report 

HUD-1710  C 

Monthly 

Mortgage  originators,  9,600  responses; 
960  hours 

Arnold  Strasser,  395-5080 
Government  National  Mortgage 
Association 

‘Issuers  Monthly  Serial  Notes 
Accounting  Schedule 
HUD-1710  B 
Monthly 

Mortgage  originators,  9,600  responses; 
960  hours 

Arnold  Strasser,  395-5080 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Philip  M. 
Oliver— 523-6341. 

New  forms 

Employment  Standards  Administration 
Impact  of  Age  Discrimination  in 
Employment  Act:  Institution  Form, 
Faculty  Form 
ESA  99C  and  99D 
Single  time 

Tenured  faculty  members  and  higher 
education  institutions,  2,900 
responses;  1,360  hours 


Arnold  Strasser,  395-5080 
Reinstatements 

Employment  Standards  Administration 
41  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  60-1  * 

cc-eo-1 

Other  (see  SF-83) 

Fed  contr.  &  Fed.  assisted  const,  contr.  & 
sue. 

Arnold  Strassef,  395-5080 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Bruce  H. 
Allen-426-1887. 

New  forms 

Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration 

Motor  Carrier  PU&D  Operating  Data 
Single  time 

Common  motor  carriers  with  Baltimore 
area  terminals,  65  responses;  130 
hours 

Steed,  Diane  K.,  395-3176 
Revisions 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
‘Report  of  Eye  Evaluation 
FAA  8500-7 
On  occasion 

Certain  applicants  for  airman  medical 
certificates,  12,000  responses;  3,000 
hours 

Edward  H.  Clarke,  395-5867 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Application  for  Airman  Medical 
Ccertificate  of  Airman  Medical  and 
Student  Pilot  Certificate 
FAA  8500-8 
Annually 

Applicant  for  airman  medical 
certificates.  572.000  responses:  286,000 
hours 

Edward  H.  Clarke,  395-5867 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Floyd  I. 
Sandlin~376-6436. 

Revisions 

Bureau  of  the  Mint 
Anthony  Dollar  Coin  Use  Survey 
Questions 
Single  time 

Cross  section  of  U.S.  population,  1,500 
responses;  128  hours 
Marsha  D.  Traynham,  395-6140 


’  Continued  use  of  this  recordkeeping  requirement 
has  already  been  approved.  By  administrative 
oversight,  the  Department  of  Labor  allowed 
clearance  for  this  report  to  expire.  However, 
because  it  is  the  foundation  for  the  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  program  outlined  in  E.O. 
11246,  OMB  has  extended  clearance  for  one  year. 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — John  F. 
Gilmore — 566-1164. 

New  forms 

Repository  Information  Form  (and 
Accompanying  Instructions  and  Cover 
Letters) 

On  occasion 

Archival  &  manuscript  repositories, 
12,000  responses;  12,000  hours 
Laveme  V.  Collins,  395-3214 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Herman 
Fleming — 634-4070. 

Extensions 

Industrial  Panel  on  Science  and 
Technology 
On  occasion 

R&D  performing  companies.  250 
responses;  250  hours 
Laveme  V.  Collins,  395-3214 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Agency  Clearance  OfHcer — John 
Reidy— 653-6081. 

New  forms 

Small  Business  Opinion  leader 
Single  time 

Business  owners,  10,000  responses;  1,666 
hours 

Richard  Sheppard,  395-3211 

U.S.  INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Charles 
Ervin— 523-0267. 

New  forms 

Importers  Questionnaire  for  Inv.  No. 

AA1921-212 
Single  time 

Importers  of  spun  acrylic  piled  yarn.  35 
responses;  560  hours 
Marsha  D.  Traynham,  395-6140 
Producers  Questionnaire  for  Inv.  No. 

AA1921-212 
Single  time 

Producers  of  spun  acrylic  piled  yarn,  20 
responses;  480  hours 
Marsha  D.  Traynham,  395-6140 
Stanley  E.  Morris, 

Deputy  Associate  Director  for  Regulatory 
Policy  and  Reports  Management. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35613  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3110-01-M 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

f  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1687;  Arndt.  No.  2J 

Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico; 
Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (see 
this  issue),  and  Amendment  No.  1  (see 
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this  issue),  are  amended  in  accordance 
with  the  Resident's  declaration  of 
September  2, 1979,  to  include  Aguada, 
Barranquitas,  Caguas,  Comerio,  Lares, 
Orocovis,  Rincon,  San  Sebastian, 
Vieques,  Ciales,  Corozal,  Gurabo, 
Juncos,  Las  Piedras,  Loiza,  Naranjito, 

Rio  Grande,  San  Juan,  San  Lorenzo  and 
Yabucoa  Municipalities  and  adjacent 
municipalities  within  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico.  The 
Sfnall  Business  Administration  will 
accept  applications  for  disaster  relief 
loans  from  victims  in  the  above  named 
mimicipalities  and  adjacent 
municipalities  within  the 
commomwealth  of  Puerto  Rico.  All  other 
information  remains  the  same;  i.e.,  the 
termination  dates  for  filing  applications 
for  physical  damage  imtil  close  of 
business  on  November  5, 1979,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  June  4, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  September  26, 1979. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35572  Filed  11-16-79: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 

1687,  Arndt.  No.  3] 

Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico; 
Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
this  issue),  Amendment  No.  1  (See  this 
issue)  and  Amendment  No.  2  (See  this 
issue),  are  amended  in  accordance  with 
the  President’s  declaration  of  September 
2, 1979,  to  include  Albonito  Municipality 
and  adjacent  mimicipalities  within  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico.  The 
Small  Business  Administration  will 
accept  applications  for  disaster  relief 
loans  from  victims  in  the  above  named 
municipality  and  adjacent  municipalities 
within  the  commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico.  All  other  information  remains  the 
same;  i.e.,  the  termination  dates  for 
filing  applications  for  physical  damage 
until  close  of  business  on  November  5, 
1979,  and  for  economic  injury  until  the 
close  of  business  on  June  4, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008} 

Dated:  October  12, 1979. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35573  FUed  11-16-79: 6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  802S-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1679)  * 

Kansas;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

The  area  of  West  side  of  600  Block  of 
North  Broadway,  in  the  City  of  Pittsburg, 
Crawford  County,  Kansas,  constitutes  a 
disaster  area  because  of  damage 
resulting  h'om  a  fire  which  occurred  on 
June  27, 1979.  Eligible  persons,  firms  and 
organizations  may  file  applications  for 
loans  for  physical  damage  until  the  close 
of  business  on  October  22, 1979,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  close  of  business 
on  May  22, 1980,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  12  Grande  Building,  5th  Floor,  1150 
Grande  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008} 

Dated:  August  22, 1979. 

A  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35574  Filed  11-16-79:  6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  S025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1679, 
Arndt.  1] 

Kansas;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
preceding  document)  is  amended  by 
extending  the  filing  date  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
November  30, 1979,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on  June 
30, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  November  7, 1979. 

Edward  Norton, 

Acting  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35575  Filed  11-16-79: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1665] 

New  Hampshire;  Declaration  of 
Disaster  Loan  Area 

Rockingham  County  and  adjacent 
counties  within  the  State  of  New 
Hampshire  constitute  a  disaster  area  as 
a  result  of  damage  caused  by  a  storm, 
wind  and  tornado  which  occurred  on 
August  27, 1979.  Eligible  persons,  firms 
and  organizations  may  file  applications 
for  loans  for  physical  damage  until  the 
close  of  business  on  November  2, 1979, 
and  for  economic  injury  until  the  close 
of  business  on  June  2, 1980  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office.  55  Pleasant  Street,  Concord,  New 
Hampshire  03301. 
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or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008} 

Dated:  August  31, 1979. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator, 

(FR  Doc.  79-35576  Filed  11-16-79: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1685, 
Arndt  #1] 

New  Hampshire;  Declaration  of 
Disaster  Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
preceeding  document)  is  amended  by 
extending  the  Hling  date  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
November  30, 1979,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on  June 
30, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  November  7, 1979. 

Edward  Norton, 

Acting  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35577  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  802S-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1676] 

New  York;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

Chautauqua  County  and  adjacent 
counties  within  the  State  of  New  York 
constitute  a  disaster  area  as  a  result  of 
damage  caused  by  wind,  storms  and 
flooding  which  occurred  on  August  7-8, 
1979.  Applications  will  be  processed 
under  the  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  96-38. 
Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organizations 
may  file  applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  October  15, 1979,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  May  15, 1980,  at; 

Small  Business  Administration.  District 
O^ice,  Federal  Building,  Room  1071, 100 
South  Clinton  Street,  Syracuse,  New  York 
13260. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008] 

Dated:  August  15, 1979. 

William  H.  Mauk,  Jr., 

Acting  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35578  Filed  11-16-79: 8:45  em] 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 
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[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 

1676;  Arndt  No.  1] 

New  York;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
preceding  document)  is  amended  by 
extending  the  Hling  date  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
November  30, 1979,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on  June 

30, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  November  7, 1979. 

Edward  Norton, 

A  cling  A  dministrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35579  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  amj 
BILLING  CODE  6025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  ^1682] 

Ohio;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

Butler  County  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Ohio  constitutes  a 
disaster  area  as  a  result  of  damage 
caused  by  heavy  rains  and  flooding 
which  occurred  on  August  1, 1979. 
Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organizations 
may  nie  applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  October  29. 1979,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  May  29, 1980,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  Federal  Building.  U.S.  Court  House  t>5, 
Columbus.  Ohio  43215.  Small  Business 
Administration,  Branch  Office,  Federal 
Building.  Room  5028,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008] 

Dated:  August  29, 1979. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35580  Filed  11-18-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  S02S-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1682;  Arndt.  No.  1] 

Ohio;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
preceding  document),  is  amended  by 
extending  the  filing  date  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
November  30, 1979,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on  June 

30. 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 


Dated:  November  7, 1979. 
Edward  Norton, 

Acting  Administrator, 

[FR  Doc.  79-35581  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1680] 

Pennsylvania;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

Bucks  Coimty  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 
constitute  a  disaster  area  as  a  result  of 
damage  caused  by  severe  storms  and 
flooding  which  occurred  on  July  29, 1979. 
Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organizations 
may  Hie  applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  October  25, 1979,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  May  26, 1980,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  East  Lobby.  Suite  400,  One  Bala 
Cyhwyd  Plaza,  231  St.  Asaphs  Road,  Bala 
Cynwyd,  Pa.,  19004. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  August  24, 1979. 

A,  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator 

[FR  Doc.  79-35382  Filed  11-18-79:  HAS  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  802S-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1680,  Arndt.  1] 

Pennsylvania;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
preceding  document]  is  amended  by 
extending  the  filing  date  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
November  30, 1979,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on  June 

30, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008] 

Dated:  November  7, 1979. 

Edward  Norton, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35583  Filed  11-16-79.  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
16871 

Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico; 
Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  major 
disaster  declaration  I  find  that  Arecibo, 
Arroyo,  Barceloneta,  Canovanas, 
Carolina,  Dorado,  Guayanilla,  Guanica, 
Humacao,  Jayuya,  Juana  Diaz,  Manati, 


Ponce,  Toa  Baja  and  Vega  Baja 
Municipalities  and  adjacent 
Municipalities  within  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico, 
constitute  a  disaster  area  because  of 
damage  resulting  from  Hurricane  David 
beginning  on  or  about  August  29, 1979. 
Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organizations 
may  file  applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  November  5, 1979,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  close  of  business 
on  June  4, 1980,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  Chardon  and  Bolivia  Streets,  P.O.  Box 
1915,  Hato  Rey,  Puerto  Rico  00919. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008] 

Dated:  September  5, 1979. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35584  Filed  11-18-79  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  8025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1687,  Arndt.  No.  1] 

Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico; 
Declaration  of  Disaster  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

The  abaove  numbered  Declaration 
(See  preceding  dociunent]  is  amended  in 
accordance  with  the  President’s 
declaration  of  September  2, 1979,  to 
include  the  following  municipalities  in 
the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

Adjuntas,  Anasco,  Cabo  Rojo,  Catano, 

Cayey,  Ceiba,  Cidra,  Coamo,  Culebra, 
Fajardo,  Cuayama,  Hormigueros,  Lajas, 
Luquillo,  Maricao,  Maunabo,  Mayaguez. 
Morovis,  Naguabo,  Patillas,  Penuelas, 
Sabana  Grande,  Salinas,  San  German, 
Santa  Isabel,  Utuado,  Yauco. 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
will  accept  applications  for  disaster 
relief  loans  from  disaster  victims  in  the 
above-named  municipalities  and 
adjacent  municipalities  within  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico.  All  other 
information  remains  the  same;  i.e.,  the 
termination  dates  for  filing  applications 
for  physical  damage  is  close  of  business 
on  November  3, 1979.  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on  June 

4, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  September  18, 1979. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35585  Filed  11-16-79  8:45  am) 

BIUING  CODE  S02S-01-M 
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[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1687, 
Arndt.  #4] 

Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico; 
Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
preceeding  document).  Amendment  #1 
(See  preceeding  document).  Amendment 
^2  (See  preceeding  document),  and 
Amendment  #3  (See  preceeding 
document)  are  amended  by  extending 
the  filing  date  for  physical  damage  until 
the  close  of  business  on  November  30, 
1979,  and  for  economic  injury  until  the 
close  of  business  on  June  30, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  November  7, 1979. 

Edward  Norton, 

Acting  Administrator. 

(Fit  Doc.  79-35588  Filed  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  802S-O1-M 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1674] 

^Wisconsin;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

Chippewa  County  and  adjacent 
counties  within  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
constitute  a  disaster  area  as  a  result  of 
damage  caused  by  rainstorm  and 
flooding  which  occurred  on  June  29, 

1979.  Applications  will  be  processed 
under  the  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  96-38. 
Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organizations 
may  file  applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  until  close  of  business 
on  October  15, 1979,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on  May 

14. 1980,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office.  212  East  Washington  Ave.,  2nd  Floor, 
Madison,  Wisconsin  53703. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  August  24, 1979. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  79-35587  Filed  11-18-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1674; 
Arndt.  #1] 

Wisconsin;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
preceding  document)  is  amended  by 
extending  the  Hling  date  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
November  30, 1979,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on  June 

30. 1980. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  November  7, 1979. 

Edward  Norton, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35588  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  802S-01-M 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1683] 

Wisconsin;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

Douglas  County  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
constitutes  a  disaster  area  as  a  result  of 
damage  caused  by  heavy  rains  and 
flooding  which  occurred  on  July  2, 1979. 
Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organizations 
may  file  applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  October  29, 1979,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  May  29, 1980,  at; 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
OiHce,  212  East  Washington  Ave.,  2nd  Floor, 
Madison,  Wisconsin  53703. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  August  29, 1979. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35589  Filed  11-18-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-111 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 

1683;  Arndt.  No.  1] 

Wisconsin;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
preceding  document)  is  amended  by 
extending  the  filing  date  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
November  30, 1979,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  clo8e  of  business  on  June 

30, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Da  led:  November  7, 1979. 

Edward  Norton, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  79-35.590  Filed  11-18-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  8025-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Highway  Administration 

Indian  Reservation  Roads 

agency:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 


ACTION:  Notice  of  Memorandum  of 
Agreement  between  the  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs  and  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  23  U.S.C.  208,  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration 
(FHWA)  is  responsible  for  approving  the 
location,  type,  and  design,  as  well  as  for 
supervising  the  construction,  of  Indian 
Reservation  Roads  and  Bridges  projects. 
The  responsibilities  and  procedures  for 
coordination  between  FHWA  and  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  in  connection 
with  these  projects  had  been  set  out  in  a 
1974  interagency  Memorandum  of 
Agreement.  This  document  has  now 
been  updated  and  revised  in  a  new 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  executed  by 
the  agencies  and  taking  effect  as  of  July 
11, 1979.  The  most  significant  revisions 
are  those  eliminating  provisions  for 
FHWA’s  formal  approval  and/or 
concurrence  in  system  actions  and  in 
the  contract  award  process. 

FHWA  has  also  published  a  revised 
section  of  its  Federal-Aid  Highway 
Program  Manual  (Volume  6,  Chapter  9, 
Section  17)  to  incorporate  its 
responsibilities  under  the  Memorandum 
of  Agreement  into  that  format. 

Copies  of  the  Memorandum  of 
Agreement  and  Federal-Aid  Highway 
Program  Manual  section  are  available 
for  public  inspection  and  copying. 

Copies  of  these  documents  will  be  made 
available  on  request  by  contacting  Mr. 
George  J.  Hutzelmann,  Federal  Highway 
Projects  Division,  at  the  address 
provided. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  George  J.  Hutzelmann,  Federal 
Highway  Projects  Division,  202-426- 
0460,  or  Mr.  James  R.  Dann,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel.  202-426-0786,  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  400  Seventh 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
Office  hours  are  from  7:45  a.m.  to  4:15 
p.m.  ET,  Monday  through  Friday. 

(23  U.S.C.  208,  315:  49  CFR  1.48(b)) 

Issued  on  November  9, 1979. 

John  S.  Hassell,  Jr., 

Deputy  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35494  Filed  11-18-79;  8;4S  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4910-22-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Issuance  of  Additional  Boycott 
Guidelines 

November  14, 1979. 

The  Treasury  Department  today 
issued  additional  guidelines,  consisting 
of  questions  and  answers,  relating  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Tax  Reform  Act  of 
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1976  which  deny  certain  tax  benefits  for 
participation  in  or  cooperation  with 
international  boycotts. 

Guideline  H-17  is  a  revision  of  the 
existing  guideline  while  the  other 
guidelines  are  additions  to  those  issued 
on  January  20, 1978  (Treasury  News 
Release  B-653).  The  guidelines  issued 
today  generally  are  effective  for 
operations  occurring  after,  requests 
received  after,  and  agreements  made 
after  November  3, 1978.  However, 
guidelines  M-10  and  M-11  are  effective 
for  operations  occurring  after,  requests 
received  after,  and  agreements  made 
after  November  23, 1979.  In  addition,  in 
the  case  of  binding  contracts  entered 
into  before  November  24, 1979, 
guidelines  M-10  and  M-11  will  not  be 
effective  until  January  1, 1980. 

For  purposes  of  applying  the  rules  in 
guidelines  M-12  and  M-13,  an 
explanation  offered  by  Country  X  is 
deemed  to  retroactively  interpret  and  be 
effective  for  shipping  and  insurance 
certificates  required  by  Country  X  prior 
to  the  date  on  which  the  official 
explanation  is  given.  The  Kingdom  of 
Saudi  Arabia  has  offered  such  an 
explanation. 

All  of  the  guidelines  issued  today 
elaborate  on  principles  reflected  in  the 
guidelines  issued  on  January  20, 1978. 
Nonetheless,  guidelines  M-10  and  M-11 
are  made  effective  prospectively  to 
avoid  a  hardship  on  taxpayers  who  have 
misunderstood  the  applicability  of 
existing  guidelines  to  the  facts  of 
guidelines  M-10  and  M-11. 

The  principal  author  of  these 
guidelines  was  Leonard  E.  Santos  of  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Donald  C.  Lubick, 

Assistant  Secretary  (Tax  Policy). 

D-6.  Q:  Company  C  is  a  partner  in 
foreign  or  domestic  Partnership  P.  The 
total  partnership  interest  in  Partnership 
P  held  directly,  indirectly,  or 
constructively  by: 

1.  Company  C, 

2.  All  members  of  the  controlled  group  of 
corporations  of  which  Company  C  is  a 
member,  and 

3.  All  persons  that  control  (within  the 
meaning  of  section  304(c)]  Company  C  or  a 
member  of  the  controlled  group  of 
corporations  of  which  Company  C  is  a 
member, 

is  equal  to  or  less  than  50  percent. 
Partnership  P  enters  into  an  agreement 
that  constitutes  participation  in  or 
cooperation  with  an  international 
boycott.  Will  that  agreement  trigger  the 
application  of  the  sanctions  of  sections 
908(a),  952(a)(3),  and  995(b)(1)(F)  to 
Company  C  and  the  other  members  of 
Partnership  P?  Will  that  agreement  give 
rise  to  the  presumption  that  all  the 


operations  in  boycotting  countries  of 
Company  C,  of  each  person  that  controls 
or  is  controlled  by  (within  the  meaning 
of  section  304(c])  Company  C,  and  of 
each  member  of  the  controlled  group  of 
corporations  of  which  Company  C  is  a 
member,  are  operations  in  connection 
with  which  there  is  participation  in  or 
cooperation  with  an  international 
boycott? 

A:  The  sanctions  of  sections  908(a), 
952(a)(3],  and  995(B)(1)(F)  will  apply  to 
Company  C  and  each  member  of 
Partnership  P.  However,  Partnership  P’s 
agreement  will  not  give  rise  to  the 
presumption  that  all  the  operations  in 
boycotting  countries  of  Company  C  and 
of  each  person  that  controls  or  is 
controlled  by  (within  the  meaning  of 
section  304(c))  Company  C  are 
operations  in  connection  with  which 
there  is  participation  in  or  cooperation 
with  an  international  boycott.  Nor  will 
Partnership  P’s  agreement  give  rise  to 
the  presumption  that  all  the  operations 
in  boycotting  countries  of  each  member 
of  the  controlled  group  of  corporations 
of  which  Company  C  is  a  member  are 
operations  in  connection  with  which 
there  is  participation  in  or  cooperation 
with  an  international  boycott.  The 
answers  in  the  flrst  two  sentences 
would  be  the  same  if  Company  C  were 
an  individual  and  the  partnership 
interest  held  directly,  indirectly,  or 
constructively  by  the  individual  did  not 
exceed  50  percent. 

H-17.  Q:  Company  C  receives  an 
inquiry  from  Coimtry  X  about  certain 
goods  that  Company  C  manufactures. 
The  inquiry  also  requests  Company  C  to 
furnish  information  about  the  following 
matters:  whether  it  does  business  with 
Country  Y  and  whether  it  does  business 
with  any  United  States  person  engaged 
in  trade  in  Country  Y.  Company  C 
furnishes  the  requested  information  to 
Country  X.  Later,  Company  C  signs  a 
contract  with  Country  X  to  export  goods 
to  Country  X.  Does  Company  C’s  action 
constitute  an  agreement  under  section 
999(b)(3)? 

A:  No.  By  furnishing  such  information 
Company  C  has  not  agreed  to  take  any 
action,  as  a  condition  of  doing  business 
with  Country  X,  that  is  described  in 
section  999(b)(3).  The  answer  would  be 
the  same  if  Company  C  had  furnished 
the  information  in  the  form  of  a 
certificate,  and  if  the  certificate  instead 
stated  that  neither  Company  C  nor 
companies  from  which  it  purchased 
goods  were  blacklisted.  See  also 
Answer  H-32.  However,  the  furnishing 
of  boycott-related  information  in 
response  to  a  prior  commitment  which  is 
not  contemporaneous  with  the 
furnishing  of  the  information  would 


constitute  an  agreement  within  the 
meaning  of  section  999(b)(3). 

Information  (in  a  certificate  or 
otherwise)  will  be  considered  to  be 
furnished  in  response  to  a  commitment 
that  is  not  contemporaneous  if,  between 
the  time  of  the  conunitment  and  the 
delivery  of  the  information,  conduct  to 
which  the  information  relates  could  be 
altered  to  conform  to  that  information. 
See  Answer  H-35. 

An  agreement  under  section  999(b)(3] 
could  be  inferred  from  an  overall  course 
of  conduct  that  includes  the  furnishing 
of  information  that  is  not  in  response  to 
a  prior  commitment  in  addition  to  other 
factors.  An  example  of  another  factor 
which  could  give  rise  to  such  an 
inference  is  any  concomtant  termination 
or  lessening  in  Companys  C’s 
relationships  with  Country  Y  or  with 
U.S.  persons  engaged  in  trade  with 
Coimtry  Y,  for  no  valid  business 
reasons.  On  the  other  hand,  the  repeated 
furnishing  of  such  information  would  not 
give  rise  to  such  an  inference. 

H-35.  Q:  Company  C  signs  a  contract 
with  Country  X  to  export  goods 
manufactured  by  Company  C  to  Country 
X.  The  contract  provides  that  Company 
C  will  provide  Country  X  with  a 
certificate  at  the  time  the  goods  are 
shipped  indicating  that  the  goods  were 
not  manufactured  by  a  blacklisted 
company.  Does  Company  C’s  action  ' 
constitute  participation  in  or 
cooperation  with  an  international 
boycott  under  section  999(b)(3)? 

A:  Yes.  Company  C’s  contract 
requiring  the  presentation  of  the 
blacklist  certificate  constitutes  an 
agreement  by  Company  C  to  refrain 
from  engaging  in  activities  which  will 
lead  to  the  blacklisting  of  Company  C 
(with  the  result  that  Company  C  cannot 
present  the  requisite  certificate).  See 
Answer  H-17.  The  answer  would  be  the 
same  whether  the  blacklist  certificate 
given  by  Company  C  concerns  its 
blacklist  status  only  or  the  blacklist 
status  of  those  trading  with  Company  C, 
and  whether  Company  C  itself  executes 
the  certificate  or  transmits  a  certificate 
executed  by  those  with  whom  it  trades. 
The  answer  would  also  be  the  same  if 
the  certificate  were  instead  required  by 
the  terms  of  a  letter  of  credit  by  which 
payment  to  Company  C  is  to  be  made. 

H-36.  Q:  Company  C  signs  a  contract 
with  Country  X  to  export  goods  to 
Country  X.  The  contract  provides  that 
Company  C  will  provide  Country  X  with 
a  certificate  in  connection  with  the 
shipment  of  goods  indicating  the  country 
or  countries  in  which  the  goods 
originated  and  the  name(s)  of  the 
manufacturer(s)  of  the  goods.  Company 
C  complies  with  this  requirement  and 
provides  the  certificate.  Does  Company 
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C's  action  constitute  participation  in  or 
cooperation  with  an  international 
boycott  under  section  999(b)(3)? 

A;  No.  Company  C’s  agreement  to 
provide  a  certificate  identifying  the 
origin  and  manufacturer  of  goods 
exported  does  not  constitute  an 
agreement  by  Company  C  to  refrain 
from  doing  business  with  any  person. 
See  guideline  M-9.  However,  an  overall 
course  of  conduct  which  includes 
providing  such  certificates  in  addition  to 
other  factors  could  give  rise  to  such  an 
inference.  Repeatedly  furnishing  such 
certificates  does  not  constitute  such  a 
course  of  conduct. 

M-10.  Q:  Company  C  signs  a  contract 
to  export  goods  to  Country  X.  The 
contract  requires  that  Company  C 
provide  Country  X  with  a  certificate 
stating  that  the  vessel  on  which  the 
goods  are  shipped  is  eligible  to  enter 
into  the  ports  of  Country  X  in  conformity 
with  the  laws  and  regulations  of 
Country  X.  The  laws  and  regulations  of 
Country  X  prohibit,  inter  alia, 
blacklisted  vessels  from  calling  at  its 
ports.  Does  Company  C's  action 
constitute  participation  in  or 
cooperation  with  an  international 
boycott  under  section  999(b)(3)? 

A;  Yes.  In  the  absence  of  additional 
circumstances,  Company  C’s  contract  is 
deemed  to  be  an  agreement  to  provide  a 
certificate  stating  that  the  vessel  on 
which  the  goods  are  shipped  is  not 
blacklisted.  See  Answers  H-35,  M-1, 
and  M-7.  The  answer  is' the  same 
whether  the  shipowner  makes  the 
certification  which  Company  C 
transmits  to  Country  X  or  Company  C 
makes  the  certification  on  behalf  of  the 
shipowner.  The  answer  would  be  the 
same  if  the  certificate  were  instead 
required  by  the  terms  of  a  letter  of  credit 
by  which  Company  C  is  to  receive 
payment. 

M-11.  Q:  The  facts  are  the  same  as  in 
Question  M-10,  except  that  Company 
C's  contract  with  Country  X  requires  a 
certificate  stating  that  the  insurer  of  the 
goods  has  a  duly  qualified  and 
appointed  agent  or  representative  in 
Country  X.  Country  X’s  laws  and 
regulations  prohibit,  inter  alia. 
blacklisted  insurance  companies  from 
qualifying  or  appointing  an  agent  in 
Country  X.  Does  Company  C’s  action 
constitute  participation  in  or 
cooperation  with  an  international 
boycott  under  section  999(b)(3)? 

A:  Yes.  In  the  absence  of  additional 
circumstances.  Company  C's  contract  is 
deemed  to  be  an  agreement  to  certify 
that  the  insurance  company  insuring  the 
goods  is  not  blacklisted.  See  Answers 
H-35,  M-1  and  M-7.  The  answer  is  the 
same  whether  the  insurance  company 
provides  the  certificate  which  Company 


C  transmits  to  Country  X  or  Company  C 
makes  the  certification  on  behalf  of  the 
insurance  company.  The  answer  would 
be  the  same  if  the  certificate  were 
instead  required  by  the  terms  of  a  letter 
of  credit  by  which  Company  C  is  to 
receive  payment. 

M-12.  Q:  Company  C  signs  a  contract 
to  export  goods  to  Country  X.  The 
contract  requires  that  Company  C 
provide  Country  X  with  the  certificate 
described  in  guideline  M-10.  In  an 
explanation  of  this  shipping  certificate. 
Country  X  states  that  eligibility,  in  the 
context  of  the  certificate,  relates  to 
maritime  matters  such  as  the  age  and 
condition  of  the  ship.  Country's  X's 
explanation  notes  that,  in  addition. 
Country  X  applies  a  number  of  laws  and 
regulations  to  the  entry  of  ships  into  its 
ports.  Does  Company  C’s  action 
constitute  participation  in  or 
cooperation  with  an  international 
boycott  under  section  999(b)(3)? 

A:  No.  Country’s  X's  explanation  of 
the  general  language  contained  in  the 
certificate  indicates  that  the  certificate 
relates  to  matters  other  than  the  boycott. 
Accordingly  Company  C’s  contractual 
obligation  to  provide  the  shipping 
certificate  does  not  place  Company  C  in 
the  position  of  certifying  to  the  non- 
blacklisted  status  of  ships  which  it  uses, 
or  of  selecting  ships  on  the  basis  of  their 
owners’  ability  to  certify  that  the  ships 
are  not  blacklisted.  The  answer  would 
be  the  same  if  the  certificate  were 
instead  required  by  the  terms  of  a  letter 
of  credit  by  which  Company  C  is  to 
receive  payment. 

M-13.  Q:  Company  C  signs  a  contract 
to  export  goods  to  Country  X.  The 
contract  requires  that  Company  C 
provide  Country  X  with  the  certificate 
described  in  guideline  M-11.  In  an 
explanation  of  this  insurance  certificate, 
Country  X  states  that  the  insurance 
certification  is  required  to  facilitate 
dealings  with  insurers  by  Country  X 
importers  in  the  event  of  damage  to 
insured  goods.  Country  X’s  explanation 
notes  that,  in  addition.  Country  X 
applies  a  number  of  laws  and 
regulations  to  the  appointment  by 
companies  of  agents  or  representatives 
in  Country  X.  Does  Company  C’s  action 
constitute  participation  in  or 
cooperation  with  an  international 
boycott  under  section  999(b)(3)? 

A:  No.  Coimtry  X’s  explanation  of  the 
general  language  contained  in  the 
insurance  certificate  indicates  that  the 
certificate  relates  to  matters  other  than 
the  boycott.  Accordingly,  Company  C’s 
contractual  obligation  to  provide  the 
insurance  certificate  does  not  place 
Company  C  in  the  position  of  certifying 
to  the  non-blacklisted  status  of  its 
insurers,  or  of  selecting  insurers  on  the 


basis  of  the  insurers’  ability  to  certify 
that  they  are  not  blacklisted.  The 
answer  would  be  the  same  if  the 
certificate  were  instead  required  by  the 
terms  of  a  letter  of  credit  by  which 
Company  C  is  to  receive  payment. 

(FR  Doc.  79-35539  Filed  11-16-79:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4eiO-25-M 


(Dept.  Circular  Public  Debt  Series— No.  28- 
79] 

Treasury  Notes  of  November  30, 1981; 
Series  Z-1981 

November  14, 1979. 

1.  Invitation  for  Tenders 

1.1.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
under  the  authority  of  the  Second 
Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  invites 
tenders  for  approximately  $4,300,000,000 
of  United  States  securities,  designated 
Treasury  Notes  of  November  30, 1981, 
Series  Z-1981  (CUSIP  No.  912827  KD  3). 
The  securities  will  be  sold  at  auction 
with  bidding  on  the  basis  of  yield. 
Payment  will  be  required  at  the  price 
equivalent  of  the  bid  yield  of  each 
accepted  tender.  The  interest  rate  on  the 
securities  and  the  price  equivalent  of 
each  accepted  bid  will  be  determined  in 
the  manner  described  below.  Additional 
amounts  of  these  securities  may  be 
issued  to  Government  accounts  and 
Federal  Reserve  Banks  for  their  own 
account  in  exchange  for  maturing 
Treasury  securities.  Additional  amounts 
of  the  new  securities  may  also  be  issued 
at  the  average  price  to  Federal  Reserve 
Banks,  as  agents  for  foreign  and 
international  monetary  authorities,  to 
the  extent  that  the  aggregate  amount  of 
tenders  for  such  accounts  exceeds  the 
aggregate  amount  of  maturing  securities 
held  by  them. 

2.  Description  of  Securities 

2.1.  The  securities  will  be  dated 
November  30. 1979,  and  will  bear 
interest  from  that  date,  payable  on  a 
semiannual  basis  on  May  31, 1980,  and 
each  subsequent  6  months  on  November 
30  and  May  31,  until  the  principal 
becomes  payable.  They  will  mature 
November  30. 1981,  and  will  not  be 
subject  to  call  for  redemption  prior  to 
matiu'ity. 

2.2.  llie  income  derived  from  the 
securities  is  subject  to  all  taxes  imposed 
under  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954.  The  securities  are  subject  to  estate, 
inheritance,  gift  or  other  excise  taxes, 
whether  Federal  or  State,  but  are 
exempt  from  all  taxation  now  or 
hereafter  imposed  on  the  principal  or 
interest  thereof  by  any  State,  any 
possession  of  the  United  States,  or  any 
local  taxing  authority. 
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2.3.  The  securities  will  be  acceptable 
to  secure  deposits  of  public  monies. 
They  will  not  be  acceptable  in  payment 
of  taxes. 

2.4.  Bearer  securities  with  interest 
coupons  attached,  and  securities 
registered  as  to  principal  and  interest, 
will  be  issued  in  denominations  of 
$5,000,  $10,000,  $100,000,  and  $1,000,000. 
Book-entry  securities  will  be  available 
to  eligible  bidders  in  multiples  of  those 
amounts.  Interchanges  of  securities  of 
different  denominations  and  of  coupon, 
registered  and  book-entry  securities, 
and  the  transfer  of  registered  securities 
will  be  permitted. 

2.5.  The  Department  of  the  Treasury’s 
general  regulations  governing  United 
States  securities  apply  to  the  securities 
offered  in  this  circular.  These  general 
regulations  include  those  currently  in 
effect,  as  well  as  those  that  may  be 
issued  at  a  later  date. 

3.  Sale  Procedures 

3.1.  Tenders  will  be  received  at 
Federal  Reserve  Banks  and  Branches 
and  at  the  Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt, 
Washington,  D.C.  20226,  up  to  1:30  p.m.. 
Eastern  Standard  time,  Wednesday, 
November  21, 1979.  Noncompetitive 
tenders  as  deRned  below  will  be 
considered  timely  if  postmarked  no  later 
than  Tuesday,  November  20, 1979. 

3.2.  Each  tender  must  state  the  face 
amount  of  securities  bid  for.  The 
minimum  bid  is  $5,000  and  larger  bids 
must  be  in  multiples  of  that  amount. 
Competitive  tenders  must  also  show  the 
yield  desired,  expressed  in  terms  of  an 
annual  yield  with  two  decimals,  e.g., 
7.11%.  Common  fractions  may  not  be 
used.  Noncompetitive  tenders  must 
show  the  term  “noncompetitive”  on  the 
tender  form  in  lieu  of  a  specified  yield. 
No  bidder  may  submit  more  than  one 
noncomp'^titive  tender  and  the  amount 
may  not  exceed  $1,000,000. 

3.3.  All  bidders  must  certify  that  they 
have  not  made  and  will  not  make  any 
agreements  for  the  sale  or  purchase  of 
any  securities  of  this  issue  prior  to  the 
deadline  established  in  Section  3.1.  for 
receipt  of  tenders.  Those  authorized  to 
submit  tenders  for  the  account  of 
customers  will  be  required  to  certify  that 
such  tenders  are  submitted  under  the 
same  conditions,  agreements,  and 
certifications  as  tenders  submitted 
directly  by  bidders  for  their  own 
account. 

3.4.  Commercial  banks,  which  for  this 
purpose  are  defined  as  banks  accepting 
demand  deposits,  and  primary  dealers, 
which  for  this  purpose  are  dehned  as 
dealers  who  make  primary  markets  in 
Government  securities  and  report  daily 
to  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York  their  positions  in  and  borrowings 


on  such  securities,  may  submit  tenders 
for  accoimt  of  customers  if  the  names  of 
the  customers  and  the  amount  for  each 
customer  are  furnished.  Others  are  only 
permitted  to  submit  tenders  for  their 
own  account. 

3.5.  Tenders  will  be  received  without 
deposit  for  their  own  account  from 
commercial  banks  and  other  banking 
institutions;  primary  dealers,  as  deRned 
above;  Federally-insured  savings  and 
loan  associations;  States,  and  their 
political  subdivisions  or 
instrumentalities;  public  pension  and 
retirement  and  other  public  funds; 
international  organizations  in  which  the 
United  States  holds  membership;  foreign 
central  banks  and  foreign  states;  Federal 
Reserve  Banks;  and  Government 
accounts.  Tenders  from  others  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  deposit  of  5%  of  the 
face  amount  of  securities  applied  for  (in 
the  form  of  cash,  maturing  Treasury 
securities  or  readily  collectible  checks], 
or  by  a  guarantee  of  such  deposit  by  a 
commercial  bank  or  a  primary  dealer. 

3.6.  Immediately  after  the  closing 
hour,  tenders  will  be  opened,  followed 
by  a  public  announcement  of  the  amount 
and  yield  range  of  accepted  bids. 

Subject  to  the  reservations  expressed  in 
Section  4,  noncompetitive  tenders  will 
be  accepted  in  full,  and  then  competitive 
tenders  will  be  accepted,  starting  with 
those  at  the  lowest  yields,  through 
successively  higher  yields  to  the  extent 
required  to  attain  the  amount  offered. 
Tenders  at  the  highest  accepted  yield 
will  be  prorated  if  necessary.  After  the 
determination  is  made  as  to  which 
tenders  are  accepted,  a  coupon  rate  will 
be  established,  on  the  basis  of  a  Vs  of 
one  percent  increment,  which  results  in 
an  equivalent  average  accepted  price 
close  to  100.000  and  a  lowest  accepted 
price  above  the  original  issue  discount 
limit  of  99.500.  That  rate  of  interest  will 
be  paid  on  all  of  the  securities.  Based  on 
such  interest  rate,  the  price  on  each 
competitive  tender  allotted  will  be 
determined  and  each  successful 
competitive  bidder  will  be  required  to 
pay  the  price  equivalent  to  the  yield  bid. 
Those  submitting  noncompetitive 
tenders  will  pay  the  price  equivalent  to 
the  weighted  average  yield  of  accepted 
competitve  tenders.  Price  calculations 
will  be  carried  to  three  decimal  places 
on  the  basis  of  price  per  hundred,  e.g., 
99.923,  and  the  determinations  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  be  final. 

If  the  amount  of  noncompetitive  tenders 
received  would  absorb  all  or  most  of  the 
offering,  competitive  tenders  will  be 
accepted  in  an  amount  sufficient  to 
provide  a  fair  determination  of  the  yield. 
Tenders  received  from  Government 
accounts  and  Federal  Reserve  Banks 


will  be  accepted  at  the  price  equivalent 
to  the  weighted  average  yield  of 
accepted  competitive  tenders. 

3.7.  Competitive  bidders  will  be 
advised  of  the  acceptance  or  rejection  of 
their  tenders.  Those  submitting 
noncompetitive  tenders  will  only  be 
notiRed  if  the  tender  is  not  accepted  in 
full,  or  when  the  price  is  over  par. 

4.  Reservations 

4.1.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
expressly  reserves  the  right  to  accept  or 
reject  any  or  all  tenders  in  whole  or  in 
part,  to  allot  more  or  less  than  the 
amount  of  securities  speciRed  in  Section 
1,  and  to  make  different  percentage 
allotments  to  various  classes  of 
applicants  when  the  Secretary  considers 
it  in  the  public  interest.  The  Secretary's 
action  under  this  Section  is  Rnal. 

5.  Payment  and  Delivery 

5.1.  Settlement  for  allotted  securities 
must  be  made  or  completed  on  or  before 
Friday,  November  30, 1979,  at  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  Branch  or  at 
the  Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt,  wherever 
the  tender  was  submitted.  Payment  must 
be  in  cash;  in  other  funds  immediately 
available  to  the  Treasury;  in  Treasury 
bills,  notes  or  bonds  (with  all  coupons 
detached)  maturing  on  or  before  the 
settlement  date  but  which  are  not 
overdue  as  deRned  in  the  general 
regulations  governing  United  States 
securities;  or  by  check  drawn  to  the 
order  of  the  institution  to  which  the 
tender  was  submitted,  which  must  be 
received  at  such  institution  no  later 
than; 

(a)  Tuesday.  November  27, 1979,  if  the 
check  is  drawn  on  a  bank  in  the  Federal 
Reserve  District  of  the  institution  to 
which  the  check  is  submitted  (the  Fifth 
Federal  Reserve  District  in  case  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt),  or 

(b)  Monday,  November  26, 1979,  if  the 
check  is  drawn  on  a  bank  in  another 
Federal  Reserve  District. 

Checks  received  after  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  preceding  sentence  will  not 
be  accepted  unless  they  are  payable  at 
the  applicable  Federal  Reserve  Bank. 
Payment  will  not  be  considered 
complete  where  registered  securities  are 
requested  if  the  appropriate  identifying 
number  as  required  on  tax  returns  and 
other  documents  submitted  to  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service  (an 
individual's  social  security  number  or  an 
employer  identiRcation  number)  is  not 
furnished.  When  payment  is  made  in 
securities,  a  cash  adjustment  will  be 
made  to  or  required  of  the  bidder  for 
any  difference  between  the  face  amount 
of  securities  presented  and  the  amount 
payable  on  the  securities  allotted. 
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5.2.  In  every  case  where  full  payment 

is  not  completed  on  time,  the  deposit 
submitted  with  the  tender,  up  to  5 
percent  of  the  face  amount  of  securities 
allotted,  shall,  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  be  forfeited  to 
the  United  States.  ' 

5.3.  Registered  securities  tendered  as 
deposits  and  in  payment  for  allotted 
securities  are  not  required  to  be 
assigned  if  the  new  securities  are  to  be 
registered  in  the  same  names  and  forms 
as  appear  in  the  registrations  or 
assignments  of  the  securities 
surrendered.  When  the  new  securities 
are  to  be  registered  in  names  and  forms 
different  from  those  in  the  inscriptions 
or  assignments  of  the  securities 
presented,  the  assignment  should  be  to 
“The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
(securities  offered  by  this  circular]  in  the 
name  of  (name  and  taxpayer  identifying 
number)."  If  new  securities  in  coupon 
form  are  desired,  the  assignment  should 
be  to  "The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
coupon  (securities  offered  by  this 
circular)  to  be  delivered  to  (name  and 
address].”  Specific  instructions  for  the 
issuance  and  delivery  of  the  new 
securities,  signed  by  the  owner  or 
authorized  representative,  must 
accompany  the  securities  presented. 
Securities  tendered  in  payment  should 
be  surrendered  to  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  or  Branch  or  to  the  Bureau  of  the 
Public  Debt,  Washington,  D.C.  20226. 

The  securities  must  be  delivered  at  the 
expense  and  risk  of  the  holder. 

5.4.  If  bearer  securities  are  not  ready 
for  delivery  on  the  settlement  date, 
purchasers  may  elect  to  receive  interim 
certificates.  These  certificates  shall  be 
issued  in  bearer  form  and  shall  be 
exchangeable  for  definitive  securities  of 
this  issue,  when  such  securities  are 
available,  at  any  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
or  Branch  or  at  the  Bureau  of  the  Public 
Debt,  Washington,  D.C.  20226.  The 
interim  certificates  must  be  returned  at 
the  risk  and  expense  of  the  holder. 

5.5.  Delivery  of  securities  in  registered 
form  will  be  made  after  the  requested 
form  of  registration  has  been  validated, 
the  registered  interest  account  has  been 
established,  and  the  securities  have 
been  inscribed. 

6.  General  Provisions 

6.1.  As  fiscal  agents  of  the  United 
States,  Federal  Reserve  Banks  are 
authorized  and  requested  to  receive 
tenders,  to  make  allotments  as  directed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to 
issue  such  notices  as  may  be  necessary, 
to  receive  payment  for  and  make 
delivery  of  securities  on  full-paid 
allotments,  and  to  issue  interim 
certificates  pending  delivery  of  the 
definitive  securities. 


6.2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
may  at  any  time  issue  supplemental  or 
amendatory  rules  and  regulations 
governing  Ae  offering.  Public 
announcement  of  such  changes  will  be 
promptly  provided. 

Supplementary  Statement 

The  announcement  set  forth  above 
does  not  meet  the  Department's  criteria 
for  significant  regulations  and, 
accordingly,  may  be  published  without 
compliance  with  the  Departmental 
procedures  applicable  to  such 
regulations. 

Gerald  Murphy, 

Acting  Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  7»-3S570  Filed  11-16-79: 6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  481(M0-M 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  146] 

Assignment  of  Hearings 

November  13, 1979. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing, 
postponement,  cancellation  or  oral 
argument  appear  below  and  will  be 
published  only  once.  This  list  contains 
prospective  assignments  only  and  does 
not  include  cases  previously  assigned 
hearing  dates.  The  hearings  will  be  on 
the  issues  as  presently  reflected  in  the 
Official  Docket  of  the  Commission.  An 
attempt  will  be  made  to  publish  notices 
of  cancellation  of  hearings  as  promptly 
as  possible,  but  interested  parties 
should  take  appropriate  steps  to  insure 
that  they  are  notified  of  cancellation  or 
postponements  of  hearings  in  which 
they  are  interested. 

MC  129537  (Sub-40F),  Reeves  Transportation 
Company,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
December  3, 1979  at  New  Orleans,  LA  is 
postponed  to  February  11, 1980  at  New 
Orleans,  LA.  Location  of  hearing  room  will 
be  by  subsequent  notice. 

MC  138550  (Sub-IF),  W.  Smith  Cartage 
Company,  Inc.  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 

MC  134906,  Cape  Air  Freight,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  for  hearing  on  December  3, 1979  (5 
days)  at  Nashville,  TN  will  be  held  in  room 
651,  Federal  Building,  801  Broad  Street. 

MC  89684  (Sub-49,  54,  57,  58,  63,  74,  78,  81,  85, 
91,  92, 100, 103  and  MlF),  Wycoff 
Company,  Incorporated,  now  being 
assigned  for  hearing  on  December  15, 1980 
at  Salt  Lake  City,  ITT,  location  of  hearing 
room  will  be  by  subsequent  notice. 

MC  142703  (Sub-13F),  Intermodal 
Transportation  Services,  Inc.  now  assigned 
for  hearing  on  December  10, 1979  at 
Columbus,  OH  will  be  held  (5  days)  instead 
of  (3  days). 

MC  31389  (Sub-267F),  McLean  Trucking 
Company,  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 


MC  26396  (Sub-223F),  Popkelda  Trucking,  Co. 
d/b/a  the  Waggoners  now  assigned  for 
hearing  on  February  5, 1980  (1  day)  at 
Billings,  MT  location  of  hearing  room  will 
be  by  subsequent  notice. 

MC  129631  (Sub-63F),  Pack  Transport,  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  February  6, 
1980  (3  days]  at  Billings,  MT  location  of 
hearing  room  will  be  designated  later. 

MC  136605  (Sub-93F),  Davis  Bros.  Dist.,  INC., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  February  11, 
1980  (1  week]  at  Billings,  MT  location  of 
hearing  room  will  be  designated  later. 

MC  C-8619  Transport  of  New  Jersey,  ET  AL 
Investigation  of  Operations  and  Practices, 
No.  36745,  Petition  for  Investigation — ^Bus 
Terminal  of  the  Port  Authority  of  New  York 
and  New  Jersey,  now  assigned  for 
continued  Prehearing  Conference  on 
December  2, 1980  (1  day)  at  New  York,  NY 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  56679  (Sub-109F),  Brown  Transport 
Corporation,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
December  11, 1979  (9  days)  at  Atlanta,  GA 
will  be  held  in  Room  No.  882,  Federal 
Building,  75  Spring  Street. 

MC  112991  (Sub-4F),  Livingston 
Transportation  Limited,  now  being 
assigned  for  hearing  on  January  15, 1980  (4 
days),  at  Detroit,  MI.  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  designated  later. 

MC  112908  (Sub-9F),  Kingsway  Transports 
Limited.,  now  being  assigned  for  hearing  on 
January  21, 1980  (1  week),  at  Detroit,  MI.  in 
a  hearing  room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  77016  (Sub-19F),  Budig  Trucking 
Company,  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 

MC  2484  (Sub-54F),  E  &  L  Transport 
Company,  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 

MC  126679  (Sub-9F),  Dennis  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  December  3, 
1979,  at  Atlanta,  GA.  is  canceled  and 
transferred  to  Modified  Procedure. 

MC  32967  (Sub-3F),  Atlantic  Coast  Express, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
November  26, 1979  at  New  York,  NY.  will 
be  held  at  the  Federal  Building,  Room  No. 
E-2222,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  NY. 

MC  133937  (Sub-28F),  Carolina  Cartage 
Company,  Inc.,  a  South  Carolina 
Corporation,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
November  15, 1979  at  Atlanta,  GA.  will  be 
held  at  the  State  Court  Building,  Room  No. 
216, 160  plyor  Street,  NW.,  Atlanta,  GA. 

MC  144957  (Sub-3F),  Petercliffe,  Ltd.,  now 
assigned  for  hearing  on  December  12, 1979 
at  Los  Angeles,  CA.  is  postponed  to 
January  23, 1980  (3  days),  at  Los  Angeles, 
CA.  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  designated 
later. 

MC  144963  (Sub-IF),  W.  E.  Battles,  d/b/a 
Jobbers  Freight  Services,  now  being 
assigned  for  hearing  on  January  21, 1980  (2 
Days),  at  Boise,  Idaho  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  designated  later. 

MC  144957  (Sub-5F),  Petercliffe,  Ltd.,  now 
being  assigned  for  hearing  on  January  23, 
1980  (3  Days],  at  Los  Angeles,  CA,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  96878  (Sub-3F),  Consolidated  Transfer  & 
Warehouse  Company,  Inc,  now  being 
assigned  for  hearing  on  January  23, 1980  (3 
Days),  at  Oklahoma  City,  OK,  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  later. 
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MC 112184  (Sub-65F],  The  Manfredi  Motor 
Transit  Co.,  a  corporation,  now  assigned 
for  hearing  on  November  27, 1979  at 
Cincinnati,  OH,  will  be  held  at  the  Federal 
Building,  Room  No.  8017,  550  Main  Street, 
Cincinnati,  OH. 

MC  123685  (Sub-24F).  Peoples  Cartage,  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  November  29, 
1979,  at  Cincinnati,  OH,  will  be  held  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Room  8017, 550  Main 
Street,  Cincinnati,  OH. 

MC  128616  (Sub-26F),  Gelco  Courier  Services, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  December  3, 1979  at 
Cincinnati,  OH  will  be  held  in  Room  No. 
9017,  Federal  Building,  550  Main  Street  and 
December  4, 1979,  in  Room  No.  4022, 
Federal  Building,  550  Main  Street, 
Cincinnati,  OH. 

MC  145808  (Sub-2F),  Red  Arrow  Delivery 
Service  Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for 
continued  hearing  on  December  10, 1979  at 
the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  DC. 

MC  51018  (Sub-llF),  the  BESL  Transfer 
Company,  an  Ohio  corporation,  now 
assigned  for  hearing  on  December  5, 1979, 

(2  Days)  at  Cincinnati,  OH  will  be  held  in 
Room  9017,  Federal  Building,  550  Main 
Street  and  December  7, 1979  in  Room  No. 
3026,  Federal  Building,  550  Main  Street, 
Cincinnati,  OH. 

MC  112963  (Sub-82F),  Roy  Bros.,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  for  continued  hearing  on 
December  10, 1979  at  the  Offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  DC. 

MC  143594  (Sub-6F),  National  Bulk  Transport, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for  hearing  on 
February  6, 1980  (3  Days),  at  New  Orleans, 
LA,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  designated 
later. 

MC  142703  (Sub-14F),  Intermodal 
Transportation  Services,  Inc.,  now  assigned 
for  hearing  on  December  17, 1979  (5  Days), 
at  Frankfort,  KY,  is  cancelled  and 
advanced  to  December  10, 1979  (5  Days)  at 
Columbus,  OH,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later. 

MC  87103  (Sub-31F),  Miller  Transfer  and 
Rigging  Company,  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 

MC  138627  (Sub-52F),  Smithway  Motor 
Xpress,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for 
hearing  on  February  7, 1980  (2  Days)  at 
Omaha,  NE,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later. 

MC  126118  (Sub-105F).  Crete  Carrier 
Corporation,  now  being  assigned  for 
hearing  on  February  11, 1980  (5  Days)  at 
Lincoln,  NE,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later. 

MC  141033  (Sub-49F),  Continental  Contract 
Carriers  Corp.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
December  6, 1979,  at  San  Francisco,  CA,  is 
cancelled  and  application  dismissed. 

1  &  S  No.  9228,  now  assigned  for  Prehearing 
Conference  on  November  27, 1979  at 
Washington,  DC  is  cancelled. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  7S-3!>538  Filed  11-16-79;  8:45  am] 
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[Directed  Service  Order  No.  1398] 

Kansas  City  Terminal  Railway  Co. 
Directed  To  Operate  Over  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railroad  Co., 
Debtor  (William  M.  Gibbons,  Trustee): 
Corrected  Supplemental  Order  No.  10  * 

Decided;  November  13, 1979. 

On  September  26, 1979,  the 
Conunission  directed  Kansas  City 
Terminal  Railway  Company  (KCT)  to 
provide  service  as  a  directed  rail  carrier 
(DRC)  under  49  U.S.C.  11125  over  the 
lines  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  & 
PaciHc  Railroad  Company,  Debtor 
(William  M.  Gibbons,  Trustee)  (“RI”). 
See  Kansas  City  Term.  Ry.  Co. — 
Operate — Chicago,  R.  I  &  P.,  360 1.C.C.' 
289  (1979),  4  FR  45343  (October  1, 1979). 

This  Corrected  Supplemental  Order  is 
being  issued  to  clarify  the  issue  of 
contracting-out  minor  track  work  where 
there  are  not  sufHcient  qualified  RI 
employees  to  perform  that  work. 

Under  the  section  of  DSO  No.  1398 
entitled  ‘‘Hiring  of  RI  Employees — 
Rosters,"  we  established  a  three-level 
general  approach  to  hiring.  See  DSO  No. 
1398,  360 1.C.C.  at  302  [44  FR  56347, 1st 
and  2nd  columns].  The  DRC  was 
required  first  to  offer  available  jobs  to 
RI  employees  in  the  appropriate  crafts 
or  seniority  districts.  If  there  were  an 
inadequate  number  of  such  employees, 
the  DRC  would  offer  the  jobs  to  RI 
employees  in  other  seniority  districts  or 
crafts.  Finally,  if  there  were  an 
insufficient  number  of  RI  employees 
qualified,  willing  or  able  to  fill  particular 
positions,  the  DRC  could  contract-out 
for  the  performance  of  those  tasks  or, 
alternatively,  provide  personnel  from  its 
own  labor  force  as  if  under  contract 
with  the  directed  operation.  (Such 
contracted  employees  would  not  be 
considered  ‘‘RI  employees"  for  directed- 
service  or  other  purposes  and  thus  were 
not  to  be  added  to  RI  employment 
rosters.) 

However,  in  the  section  of  the 
decision  dealing  with  "minor" 
rehabilitation  to  RI  lines  and  related 
facilities,  we  imposed  an  unqualified 
ban  on  contracting-out.  See  DSO  No. 

'  On  November  5. 1979.  a  Commission  decision 
purporting  to  be  "Supplemental  Order  No.  10”  was 
erroneously  released  and  served  on  the  parties  to 
this  proceeding  [44  FR  65231.  Nov.  9, 1979] 
authorizing  KCT  to  hire  temporary  maintenance-of- 
way  employees.  So-called  "Supplemental  Order  No. 
10”  had  no  legal  force  and  effect,  as  it  was  not 
properly  cleared  in  accordance  with  Commission 
procedures.  KCT  was  immediately  notifled  of  this 
fact  and  informed  that  it  did  not  have  Commission 
authorization  to  hire  temporary  maintenance-of- 
way  employees  unless  and  until  properly  authorized 
in  a  "Corrected  Supplemental  Order  No.  10."  This 
decision — "Corrected  Supplemental  Order  No.  10” — 
is  the  only  authoritative  Commission  action  dealing 
with  KCTs  request  to  hire  temporary  maintenance- 
of-way  employees. 


1398,  360 1.C.C.  at  304  [44  FR  56348, 1st 
and  2nd  colunms].  This  was  motivated 
by  OUT  belief  that  such  track  work  could 
adequately  be  performed  by  existing  RI 
maintenance-of-way  (or  other  RI) 
employees,  and  by  our  desire  to  deter 
the  performance  of  excessive  minor 
track  work  unnecessary  to  the  provision 
of  directed  service. 

Since  the  time  DSO  No.  1398  was 
issued,  certain  problems  have  developed 
which  cause  us  to  believe  we  should 
modify  our  treatment  of  contracting-out 
in  the  area  of  minor  track  work. 

In  a  telegram  from  KCT  (filed  October 
29, 1979),  the  DRC  informs  us  that  it  is 
critically  short  of  maintenance-or-way 
forces  to  perform  normal  inspection  and 
maintenance  work  to  track.  Unless  it  is 
authorized  to  hire  temporary 
maintenance-of-way  employees,  the 
DRC  believes  it  will  not  be  able  to 
perform  adequate  directed-service 
operations. 

The  shortage  of  RI  employees  to 
perform  this  maintenance  work  results 
from  the  unexpected  failure  of 
approximately  174  RI  maintenance-of- 
way  employees  to  return  to  work 
following  the  institution  of  directed 
service.  In  addition,  the  DRC  informs  us 
that  there  are  no  extra  RI  workers  in 
other  departments  available  to  perform 
the  requisite  maintenance  work. 
Accordingly,  the  DRC  requests  authority 
"to  hire  new  temporary  employees  for 
the  maintenance-of-way  department  for 
not  to  exceed  59  days,  to  bring  the  work 
force  to  the  pre-directed  service  level  of 
1,385  employees.” 

There  are  several  persuasive  reasons 
why  the  RI’s  maintenance-of-way 
department  should  be  brought  up  to 
strength  at  this  time.  While,  in  the  first 
few  weeks  of  directed  service,  it  was 
possible  to  perform  necessary 
maintenance-of-way  work  with  reduced 
forces  (since  less  than  50%  of  RI  lines 
were  then  being  operated],  KCT  is  now 
operating  approximately  88%  of  the  RI 
system  and  anticipates  operating 
approximately  96%  of  the  system  during 
November  1979. 

Moreover,  minor  maintenance-of-way 
work  is  presently  necessary  for  track 
inspections  required  by  FRA  track- 
safety  waivers  (now  covering  about  600 
miles  of  RI  track),  for  snow  removal,  for 
selected  track  repair  to  reduce  operating 
costs,  to  prevent  track  from  falling  out  of 
compliance  with  track  safety  standards, 
and  to  remove  certain  cumbersome 
limitations  contained  in  FRA  track- 
safety  waivers.  In  particular,  the 
temporary  maintenance-of-way 
employees  are  needed  for:  (1)  Necessary 
track  maintenance  for  the  commuter 
operations  in  Chicago,  IL;  and  (2) 
Essential  track  repair  between  Des 
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Moines  and  Allerton.  lA,  and  between 
Omaha,  ME.  and  Limon,  CO. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  we  believe 
there  is  just  cause  to  modify  our 
prohibition  on  contracting-out  minor 
track  work.  However,  we  shall  only 
permit  the  DRC  to  hire  temporary 
maintenance-of-way  employees  for  the 
duration  of  the  directed  service  period, 
not  for  the  59  days  requested  by  the 
DRC.  Moreover,  our  modification  of  the 
contracting-out  prohibition  shall  be 
subject  to  two  conditions:  (1)  No 
temporary  maintenance-of-way 
employees  may  be  hired  by  the  DRC 
until  after  it  has  obtained  written  notice 
from  RI  labor  representatives  that  no 
qualified  RI  employees  are  presently 
available  to  perform  the  necessary 
work;  and  (2)  The  DRC  may  not  hire 
more  temporaries  than  are  necessary  to 
bring  the  maintenance-of-way 
department  up  to  its  August  1979  level  of 
1,385  contract  employees. 

Moreover,  in  accordance  with  our 
general  contracting-out  provisions, 
supra,  360 1.C.C.  at  302  [44  FR  56317, 1st 
and  2nd  colunms],  these  temporaries 
shall  not  be  considered  permanent  “RI 
employees"  for  directed-service  or  any 
other  purposes  and  thus  may  not  be 
added  to  RI  employment  rosters. 

We  find:  1.  This  action  will  not 
significantly  afiect  either  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  or  the 
conservation  of  energy  resources.  See  49 
CFR  Parts  1106, 1108  (1978). 

It  is  ordered:  1.  DSO  No.  1398's 
prohibition  against  contracting  out 
minor  track  work,  supra,  360 1.C.C.  at 
304  [44  FR  56348, 1st  and  2nd  columns], 
is  modified  as  indicated  above. 

2.  This  decision  shall  be  elective  on 
its  service  date. 

By  the  Commission.  Chairman  O'Neal,  Vice 
Chairman  Stafford,  Commissioners  Gresham, 
Clapp,  Christian,  Trantum,  Gaskins,  and 
Alexis.  Conunissioners  Gresham  and 
Trantum  dissenting.  Vice  Chairman  Stafford 
not  participating. 

Agatha  L.  Mt  genovich. 

Secretary. 

Commissioner  Gresham  (dissenting) 

There  are  only  three  weeks  remaining  in 
the  directed  service  period.  I  see  no  need  for 
this  decision. 

Commissioner  Trantrum  (dissenting) 

As  I  emphasized  in  my  vote  on 
Supplemental  Order  No.  9,  we  are  still 
analyzing  which  Rock  Island  lines  meet  the 
‘‘essentiality”  test  for  directed  service  after 
December  4.  At  this  time,  hiring  temporary 
employees  in  order  to  operate  96%  of  the 
system  is  simply  inappropriate. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-35537  FUed  11-16-79;  8.45  am] 
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1 

EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.  Tuesday, 
November  20. 1979. 

PLACE:  Commission  Conference  Room 
5240.  on  the  fifth  floor  of  the  Columbia 
Plaza  Office  Building.  2401  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Proposed  Regulations  for  Implementing 
Section  504  of  the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973. 

2.  Staff  Report  on  Pilot  Project  for 
Investigating  Federal  Employee  Complaints 
for  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

3.  Revision  to  the  Handicap  Regulations. 

4.  Two  proposed  Sole  Source  Contracts  for 
services  in  support  of  Litigation. 

5.  A  proposed  change  to, EEOC  Order  110. 
involving  revised  mission  and  function 
statements  for  the  Office  of  Systemic 
Program  and  the  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel. 

6.  Freedom  of  Information  Act  Appeal  No. 
79-8-FOIA-278.  concerning  the  release  of 
EEO-1  reports. 

7.  Report  on  Commission  Operations  by  the 
Executive  Director. 

Closed 

Litigation  Authorization;  General  Counsel 
Recommendations. 

Note. — Any  matter  not  discussed  or 
concluded  may  be  carried  over  to  a  later 
meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 

information:  Marie  D.  Wilson. 
Executive  Officer,  E.xecutive  Secretariat, 
at (202)  634-6748. 

This  notice  issued  November  13, 1979. 

1S-224S-79  Filed  tl-15-79;  9:07  am) 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  date:  November  14. 1979,  4:15 
p.m. 


place:  1700  G  Street,  NW.,  sixth  floor, 
Washington,  D.C. 

status:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Franklin  O.  Bolling  (202- 
377-6677). 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Application  for  Holding  Company 
Acquisition:  Far  West  Financial 
Corporation,  Newport  Beach, 

California — State  Mutual  Savings  & 
Loan  Association,  New'port  Beach, 
California — Acquisition  and  Merger  into 
Bell  Savings  &  Loan  Association,  San 
Mateo,  California. 

The  above  item  is  being  withdrawn 
from  the  bank  board  meeting  of 
November  15, 1979.  Announcement  is 
being  made  at  the  earliest  practicable 
time. 

No.  291,  November  14, 1979. 

[S-2246-79  Filed  11-14-79:  4:08  pm| 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  Vol.  44  FR 
65697.  November  14, 1979. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  1:00  p.m.,  November  15, 
1979. 

PLACE:  1700  G  Street,  NW.,  Sixth  floor, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Franklin  O.  Bolling  (202- 
377-6677). 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
item  has  been  added  to  the  agenda  for 
the  open  meeting. 

Loans  in  Excess  of  80  Percent  of 
Value:  Three-Family  and  Four-Family 
Dwellings, 

Announcement  is  being  made  at  the 
earliest  practicable  time. 

No.  292,  November  15, 1979. 

(S-2249-79  Filed  11-15-79;  3:01  pm) 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  Vol.  44  FR 
65697,  November  14, 1979. 


PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  1:00  p.m,,  November  15, 
1979. 

PLACE:  1700  G  Street,  NW.,  sixth  floor, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Franklin  O.  Bolling  (202- 
377-6677). 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
item  has  been  added  to  the  agenda  for 
the  open  meeting.  This  item  is  continued 
from  the  meeting  of  November  14, 1979. 

Application  for  Holding  Company 
Acquisition:  Far  West  Financial  Corporation, 
Newport  Beach,  California — State  Mutual 
Savings  &  Loan  Association.  Newport  Beach, 
California — Acquisition  and  Merger  into  Bell 
Savings  &  Loan  Association,  San  Mateo, 
California. 

Announcement  is  being  made  at  the 
earliest  practicable  time. 

No.  293,  November  15, 1979. 

tS-225»-79  Filed  11-15-79;  3:01  pm) 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 
TIME  AND  date:  Week  of  November  19. 
PLACE:  Commissioners’  Conference 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  and  closed  (Changes). 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Monday,  November  19;  10:30  a.m. 

Briefing  on  Proposed  New  10  CFR  Part  60. 
“Disposal  of  High-Level  Radioactive  Wastes 
in  Geologic  Repositories — Procedural 
Aspects  (approximately  1  Vz  hours,  public 
meeting)  (rescheduled  from  1:30  p.m.). 

Monday,  November  19;  1:30  p.m. 

1.  Discussion  of  Proposed  Amendments  to 
10  CFR  Part  50,  Sections  50.33,  50.54  and 
Appendix  E;  Plans  for  Coping  with 
Emergencies  at  Production  and  Utilization 
Facilities  (approximately  2  hours,  public 
meeting)  (rescheduled  from  2:30  p.m.). 

2.  Discussion  of  Citizen's  Advisory 
Committee  (approximately  1  hour,  public 
meeting)  (rescheduled  from  10:30  a.m.). 

Tuesday,  November  20;  9:30  a.m. 

Continuation  of  Briefing  by  NRR  on  TMI 
Lessons  Learned  Report  (approximately  2^2 
hours,  public  meeting),  replaces  IE  Lessons 
Learned  which  is  postponed. 

Wednesday,  November  21;  10:30  a.m. 

Briefing  on  Research  and  Technical 
Assistance  Projects  in  Waste  Management 
(approximately  1  hour,  public  meeting). 


